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INVESTIGATION INTO MASONBT. 



At thd Jan*ry Session ot the R. I. Assembly, 1831, 
a Memorial signod by sixty seven Delegates to an 
Antimasonic Cunvention, praying for an investiga- 
tion into the Masonic Corporations, created by the 
Legislalure, was presented, and referred to a Com- 
mittee. No further proceeding was had upon the 
subject untjl October Session, 1831, at which time 
the demand of public opinion for some disposition 
of the Memorial could no longer be safely postpon- 
ed. Accordingly, a resolution prepared hy Mr. B. 
Hazard, was introduced by Mr. James F. Simmons, 
to appoint a Committee to investigate the subject 
of Masonry. These gentlemen were both appointed 
on that Committee, after which a discussion arose 
upon a motion to refer the Memorial, with a no- 
tice, to Masonic Corporations. Messrs. Hazard and 
Simmons, in that debate, were extremely severe 
upon Antimasons, the former declaring that there 
was not one among them that he would trust with 
a groat out^of his sight, and the latter asserting that 
the principles of Anti masonry were sapping the 
foundations of our political institutions. Both of 
these erentlemen were known to have a command- 
ing influence with the party then in power in the 
State; and it was also known that Antimasonry 
would probably oppose the re-election of the indi- 
viduals then in office. These circumstances, con- 
nected with the severe and apparently unprovok- 
ed censures cast upon Antimasons, by these gentle' 
men in debate, induced an apprehension that the de- 
sign of appointing this Committee might be rather 
to suppress Antimasonry, if possible, and vindicate 
Masonry, than to give the subject a full and fair 
investigation without any reference to political 
parties. The course pursued will show whether 
there were any reasonable grounds for this appre- 
hension. It was also known that another of the 
Committee, Mr. Haile, had on a public occasion 
compared the introduction of Antimasonry into po- 
litics, to a pestilence. Under such circumstances, 
it appeared to some that a majority of the Commit- 
tee liad already given evidence that they had pre- 
judged the question upon which they were about 
to act. 

Shortly after the adjournment of the Legislature, 
the following notice issued by Mr. Hazard, as 
Chairman, without being shown to at least two 
others of the Committee, was published in the 
newspapers : 

"NOTICE.— The Committee named in the sub- 
Joined Resolution, will meet on Tuesday the sixth 
day of December next, at ten o'clock, A. M., at the 
Stats House in Providence, for the purpose of at- 
tending to the duties in said resolution assigned (o 
thsni. Personal notice will be given to those, whom 
thsCommiltee may think it necessary to calli)efore 
them. And they will moreover readily attend to 
all information, testimony, facts, circumstances and 
suggestions in writing, which any individuals may 
have to communicate, and which may in any de- 
^e aid them in making tlie thorous^h investiga- 
tion, which the General Assembly will expect from 
them. For the Committee, 

B. HAZARD, Chairman. 

Nov. 21,1831. 

State of Rhodk Island ano Providence 

Plantations. 
In -General Assembly f October Session, A. D. 1831. 

Whereat the crimes and enormities within a few 
years, committed in a noicrbhoring S»ale bv certain 
Free Masons avowedly in the cau?e of Masonry, 
have excited unversal indignation and nbhorrence ; 
and have awakened jealousies and suspicions vev^ 
tjnf;iror;iWe to all Masonic insliU'tiona, and \iT\A«t 
the weisht of which the whole Musonk fvatevm\v, 



the good and virtuous as well as the vicious, must 
unavoidably suffer : Therefore, in the hope of al- 
laying the great and increasing excitement thus 
occasiotied, and that the innocent may be distin- 
guished from the guilty, if in this State there aie 
any, who can justly be charged with advocating the 
criminal doctrines imputed to Free Masonry : 

Resolvedf That Messrs. Hazard, W. Sprague, Jr. 
Simmons, Haile, and £. R. Potter, with such others 
as the Honorable Senate may think proper to add, ' 
be and they are hereby appointed a Committee, tul- 
ly to investigate and inquire into the causes, 
grounds and extent of the charges and accusations 
brought against Free Masonry and Masons in this 
State.— And that said Committee, so far as may be 
necessary to enable theni to perform this duty, be 
empowered to administer oaths, to examine wit« 
nesses, and to call for books and papers.'* 

At the time of the publication of this notice, a 
note was forwarded to Mr Sprague, one, of the Com- 
mittee, by Mr. Hazard, in which that gentleman re- ' 
marked, ''Whatever may be said in the newspapers, 
£ am very confident there will be no difference of 
opinion among the members of the Committee, upon 
the subject of Masonry or the course to be pursued 
in relation to iU" 

This assurance led to a hope that.the investigation 
Would be conducted in a manner of which no per- 
son desirous for a full disclosure of the truth, could 
reasonably complain. 

Members of the Antimasonic State Committee 
had made repeated attenpts to ascertain from the 
investigating Committee what course they would 
pursue, and upon what points they would be wil- 
ling to hear testimony ; but they were not recog- 
nised as being entitled to be heard in preferring 
charges, or proving those alleged in the Memorial, 
nor could they learn any specifications tp define 
(he vague terms of "charges and accuations against 
IVf Asonry and Masons," into which the Committee 
were directed to inquire. U|^tothe day appointed 
for the examination, it was* generally understood 
that Masons would not state upon oath, what their 
Masonic oaths were ; and it is also a fact that the 
Committee, though reijuested, declined summoning 
at least one Mason, who though holding a higti of- 
ficial station, had declared that he would not reve^al 
his Masonic oaths under a civil oath. To prevent 
a total failure of the investigation by a refusal of 
Masons to testify, and the neglect of the Committee 
to summon seceding Masons, the Antimasonic Com- 
mittee took measures to procure such testimony as 
the short time allowed by the notice would permit. 
They accordingly prevailed upon 'the Rev. Moses 
Thacher, Rev. Levi Chace, and a number of seced- 
ing Masons to attend the examination in person, 
and they procured the depositions of others, which 
were taken in legal form. The intimation therefore, 
that Mr. Thacher, or any other witness presented 
himself voluntarily as has been represented in the 
Assembly, is incorrect. He came at the special 
and urgent request of the Antimasonic State Com- 
mittee. The iuvcsti^atiuor Coinmittee u:*ed no com- 
pulsory process, in any case, and their summonses 
were virtually nothing more than requests. 

With a view of bringing the investigation to some 
point, the following suggestions were drawn up, 
and presented to the Committee, by Wm. Sprague, 
E«q. for their consideration, on the first d.-\y 
they met for business, Tuesday ^ Dec. G0\, 'tVt"*^^- 
8Uftf;esUcitvs v«^\% vc\^^^>a^ ^w \^^iK\N\\^v^^ ^'\sv ^^^^- 



TO THE COMMITTEE. 

One of the principal ^'grounds of the charfca 
^nd accusations t>roqecht against Kreomafonry and 
Masons in this State," and every other State, which 
you, gentlemen, are appointed "fully to investi- 
^te ah(i inquire into,'* is the oaths administered iii 
the several degrises in the Lodges and Chapters. 
It is deemed indisjiensable to establish what the 
precise form and expressioh of these oaths are, in 
brder to determirte whether they may or have. Or do 
]edd to an interference with the elvil duties of cit- 
izens. 

in the first place it is* cB Argued Ihat thdse osiths 
i&re illegally adniinistored, in solemn fdriu, by per- 
sons not Magistrates, and who are liable to indict- 
hient and punishment fur this offence, at commOn 
Law. 

Thus Sir E. Colce lays it down, tifat '*All oaths 
must be lawful, allowed by the Common Law, or 
some statute ; if they are admmistercdby persons in 
a private capacity, or not duly authorised they are 
coram nonjwlice^ and void ; aud those administer- 
ing them are guilty of a high contempt for doing 
It without warrant of law, and punishable by fine 
and' imprisonment. 3. Inst. 278. 2. Roll Abr. 
257; citid in j&cob. La^ Die. Tit. Oath^ 

,- Blabkstpne goed so facon this point as to say, that 
"It is much to be questioned how far any Magistrate 
is justifiable in taking a voluntary affidavit ih any 
bxtrajudical matter, as is n\>w too frequent upon ev- 
ery petty occasion, since it is mor^ than possible, 
Ihat by such idle oaths a mart may frelquently zi» 

{'or<i conscieniSxBt incur the guilt, ahd at the same 
iine t'vade the temporal penalties of perjury.' Blk. 
Com. Vol. 4. 137. Even this doubt is expressed of 
iunnecessiYy oalhs*, administered by lawful mag- 
istrates. It IS certainly stronger as applied to Ma- 
sonie. oathd, adittinisteced unlawfully m secret, and 
binding the persoiS who. receives theni to d6 a mor- 
al wrong if he adheres to them. ^ 

Should the Committee deem this a proper subject 
of their inquiry, they can easily establish the fact, 
hy the testimony of seceding and the hdmission of 
l^dhering Masnus, that oaths are administered in 
Lodges and Chapters, by swearing on the holy 
Scriptures. See D(4)08ition of Benjamin Russell 
^nd De Witt Clinton,* herewith presented, marked 
tNo. 1 and 2 ) 

The nature of these oaths, tlieir exact terms 
and import fioitt t^it^ language in which they are 
expresse'd, are alsb irh^ortant to be learned. The 
farts theu^selves, as 10 whaWh'e oaths say, are deeru- 
bd to be inuch more essential to a faVr under- 
standintV of theih, than the coiSsltructioii Which 
por^jons iAlbrosted ndtt, in explaining them awAy to 
avoid the charges bVoughl .against thbi^, may piit 
upon them. ili^sides,1fihe oaihs ore to he judged 
of by construction^ rattier than theii* )^lain and ob- 
vious meaning:, woufi not the interpretation of these 
oatiis, by Masonic works of the highest authority, 
previous to Masonry being called in que^io'ii, be 
hiore satisfactory, than the consVi-u'ction adhering 
iilasons may noio contend fftr, when the charge is 
Vi<Ade that these very oaths have led to the murder 
oVa citizon in New Yotk, an^ scrre'ned hi^ ullnirder- 
ers from ihe just infliction of the laws ? 

On this point, the nature of th6 oafhs, the com- 
j^ilttce ii respeclfully referred to a printed paper 
(rnarkedN.o. 3) containing the oaths of fiVe decrees, 
In nearly thes^me language, (with some nit very 




Mr»r«rai:, in Is^li, and probably ever sinc6. The 
pjnne papercon'Vins cVi<lcnce of the unlfnrmity and 
}rn/irttrsaJity ^f these /»i;».'»f>l)ic oaths, a.^ a(,) also the 
;^\-iJos//iuu:f of Mos^tSi. Clinton iiiid Aussellf b»yf6re , 

^o ijstubllif'h (Ao sA/fOj-miy of MAHotric Oaths iii \ 
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the United States, reference is further made 16 ^ 
paper marked No. 4, contaming the trial at NeW 
Berlin^ New York, as sworn to by Philip Peck, who 
was present at that trial. 

Also-paper No. 5, Afiidavit of Israel Chace. 

Also paper No. >0, Affidavit of Tabor Cory . , , 
,. The same point will be proved by inquiry to that 
effect of all seceding or adiiering Masons, who may 
be summoned before the Committee. 

Paper No. 7, contains the statement of one dt 
your Hon. Committee, William Sprague Jr. Esq. 
asserting the language of certain portions of the 
three first oaths. It is requested that that gentlemau 
may be, examined, with otiiers who have certified 
with liim, or wiio are believed to be ready to testi- 
fy, if called on, viz : Wra. Sprague Jr., Rev. Hen- 
ry Ti^tem, (who has ta^en the degree of Knight 
fi&plar.) Dr. Wm. H. Allen, Willard Ballou, Johii 
Brown, Nathan Whiting, Benjamin W. Case, (Roy- 
al Arch) Rev. Mos^s Teacher (Eioyal Arch,) Jqjin 
F. Greene, Arthur Potteff Anton Potter, Gamaliel 
Church, (Royal Arch) Barney Phelps. 
' The above named persoits, and ^ome others whose 
names may be presented if desired, . are acquainted 
with masonry, and it is believed will give the Com- 
mittee ail the information in their possession. It i^ 
believed that their testimony will not essentially 
vary from the statement of the form of the Oaths as 
given in printed paper No. 3. 

The Committee are also lespectfully requested tb 
summon before them some known adhering Mas«ns, 
to ascertain from them the form of proceedings in 
Ledges y and C/iapterSi If permitted to suggest, the 
following ^names would be ofilared : — 

Rev. David Pickering, Mr. Moses ^ichardson^ 
who, it is suggested, became acquainted with the 
abduction of Morgan, in the Qrand Chapter of New 
York, soon after it happeif>ed. Should he decline 
stating on this poiiit) Walter ,Paine Jr. and^ Asa 
Pearce should be summoned. Mr. Peter Gripnell is 
acquainted with the sair^e facts. 

Mr. Peter Qiinuell, who in 18 1 6 visitevl the Lodg^ 
ei in N. England, it is believed. Inquiry sbouTd 
j^ made of this geutlem.^n as to his khoyvledge of 
the Check de^ee, established in 1826^^-27, ^o \ee^ 
out the book JDdasons, who might stuay Morgau*s 
disclosures. On this point, see paper No. 8. con*- 
taining a letter signed P. Griifinoll and C< M. Nes 
tell. Please aUo inquire if this Check degree wa^ 
received from 'the New York Grand Lodges, and 
communicated to all the Lodges in this State. Ex- 
amine also, Messrs. Sprague, Chase, .Thacher, Bal^ 
lou, Tatem and others on this point> which will 
clearly establish the connexion between che Lodges 
of Rhode Itland and New York, and the fact that 
JVforgan's disclosures were true, or a special degree, 
to exclude those who read his book, would not havd 
bee A required. 

Josiah \Vhitdkor, William Wilkinson, Richard 
Anthony, llenry Muinford, Christian M. Nestell^ 
Benj. S. OIney, J'olm l^arton, Henry Martin, [who 
administered the Royal Arch Oath to Moses Thach- 
er,] Saiiiu'el Jaclts6n, 2d, Birney Merrey, Barz,illai 
Cranston, Jacob Frieze, [Examine Mr. Frieze as to 
an article on the 28th pa^je of pa)[>er No. 9. written 
by him.] Rev. Martin Cheney. 

TlieCommitte are dsqreq tested to ascertain if 
possible, at what time, Chapters and Lodges in R. 
1. or any mpmbors became acquainted with the ab- 
dueVi6n of Morgan, and whether any and what state- 
ment had been made respecting: it, and his fate. 
Oran PiiifkaYd of Cuniber^andv if 'suininoned, (a 
Royal Arch Mason,) it is belieV6d will throw light 
on this sabje'et. 

The existence of Lodt;es of Blacks, \vh6 take the 
same oaths as white Masons, aid work under a 
Grand Lod^c ^t Bostort, which grants dispuiisatioiis 
all over*the country, has excited some «ilariu, partic- 
ulaily Vn com\c\\ou wiUi ttia insurrection at th6 
Soutli , "il beiu'T kUVc^\ , \.\\a\. YJ AWiit ^ \\\e \i\i\^V vj\\^ 
p\ii)hahcd &t\ iACc*ftvivaY>/ ^:ii{v\^\v\^^.'^oiV\\tU^ vi^^ 
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to excilotheSlaTes to revolt,and Gen. Nat, the lead- 
er of the recent Massacre in Va. were mem^erg of 
the African Lodge. 

On this point testimony may be obtained from 
•Honry Coddinjgr, of Providence. Also, from the 
following officers of Harmony Lodge,in Providence, 
viz :— George C. Willis, Master; Thomas, Sen^War- 
<Jen ; Alfred Niger^ Jun. , Warden ; Northop, Sen. 
Deacon. 

The inquiry whether Masonry imposes Ihe pen 
alty of death for violation ol her oaths, is certainly 
important. Individual construction of Masons now 
cannot be as good proof, as the terms of the penal- 
ties, and the construction put upon them by the 
most approved Masonic veriters. Oh this point 
leave is asked to refer to printed sheets, l^o. 9, a 
proof sheet of a document not yet published: Re- 
ferences are there glVen to Mason%j authors, which 
will be offeree! to the Committee if desired, for fur- 
— ther examination as to the correctness o( tho refer- 
^ ence. So far as the Records of Lodges and Chap* 
ters may be offered, the Comriiittee are requested to 
receive them with the understanding that they con- 
taih only what Masons deem proper to be written, 
and do not record the unwritten and most important 
matters in the Lodge: On this point of the daties ol 
a Masonic Secretary, see Book of Constitutions, p. 
15, Cross's ly^asonic Chart> p. 6^, do do, 149, Temp- 
larsV Chart, 79, cited in prooeedings R. I. Antima- 
flonic ConventioO| p. 10. 

^ The several corporations were chartered by the 
-General Assembly as Charitable Societies. This 
. will be seen by reference to their acts of Incorpora- 
Jtion, cited in the Antimasonic Memorial, (see paper 
No, 11.) Astrictjinquiry on thispoint is respectfully 
suggested, in order to ascertain what proportion of 
the funds aro devoted to charities, and what pro- 
.portion to useless parades. On this point see paper 
JNj. 19, and records of Newport St. John's Lodge,in 
possession of Benj. W. Case." 

The several documents above referred to, were 
4)resented to the Committee, hut it did not appear 
that any use was made of them in the investigation. 
The Committee, on the first day, frankly and readily 
received all names of witnesses presented to them, 
most of whom they summoned. Those who had 
declared they wouid not testify at all, Were not sum- 
moned. Masonic Clergymen the Committee declm- 
ed gammoning, on the ground, as was understood, 
that it might lead to a breach, or unpleasant feelings 
in (heir societies. 

PreviotfS to the lApeting of the Committee^ and 
nearly every night during their sitting in Provi- 
<lence, the Masonic Hall was lighted up, and it is 
presumed the Masons a&seiublcd there to detetmine 
upon Ihe measures they should adopt to produxse un- 
iformity in the statements they should make to the 
.Committee. On several occasions, when ihe exam* 
inalion was carried into the evening, the principal 
Masons retired,a8 it was understood to visit theLodge 
Room, and unquestionably for the above purpose. 

The testimony was taken at four different times ; 
first, before four and sometimes five of the Com- 
mittee sitting in Providence, fiom the 7th to the 
17th of December— wcowrf, before Mr. Hazard the 
Chairman, sitting alone in Newport, irregularly 
for several days— Mirrf, before Mr. Simmons^ an- 
other of the Committee, sitting alone in Provi- 
Iflence,- and fdiirtk, before Mr. Haile in Warren, 
at which last examination no person whatever was 
^reseht to pot c:fi>ss qtiei&trons to the adhering ma- 
sons, who were examined by Mr. Haile. Mr. 
Sprague or Mr. Cornell, did not at any time as- 
feume the ri^lit of sitting alowe to take examina- 
tions, without the approbation of other mem'- 
bers of the Cemraittee. The fwqyet issued one 
summons, or rather request, to a citiret) residing in 
"anoUier State, whpse aeposition was taken. 

During the only investiiratiou in which the 
■cowmittee acted as a body, Mr. Haile, one of the 
\^iimittee, oUlviiiitd ai aorihe^ and wf ote down, 



principally in his own language, the answers of the 
witnesses, as he construed or understood them, 
which the witnesses were required to sign, in 
his minutes so taken, the answers of witnesses arO 
put down in a condensed form^ without any state- 
ments appearing of the circumstances under which 
the answers were given ; such as the remarks of 
members of tlie Committee, the variation of an- 
swers up<m second thought, by the witnesses, and 
a. variety of circumstances, without which it ia 
impossible to determine whether the examination 
was fully and fairly conducted, arid how far tho 
witnesses are entitled to credit. The most "ma 
terial difl'erence between us, will be, that where 
cross questions were proposed, the second answer 
of the witness was generally taken by hiih instead 
oftlie first, while this Report will iri most cases, 
give both answerSj^that the witness may not avail 
himself of the time given for reflection to frame an 
answer best suited to evade the question, if such 
were his design. None of these and other circum- 
stances connected with the progress of the inves- 
tigation ', the manner in which the Chairman put 
or refused to put questions, or 'his severe censures 
upon witnesses and spectators, will be found in Mr. 
Haile's Report. While therefore, we shall agree 
in the main facts, there will be so material a dif- 
ference in the filling out of the narrative on our 
part, hyr stating facts which his abridged account 
will omit, as entirely to relieve the State printer of 
Rhode Island from the trouble of prosecuting for 
an infringement of a pretended copy right, of a 
public Legislative Report, which is no more the 
subject of copy right than a speech made in Con- 
gress, and taken down by a Reporter. [It might be 
interesting to learn by whom this copy right of a 
public document was transferred to the State prin- 
ter, for what consideration, and for whose benefit. 
The circumstance is believed to be unparalleled.] 
This attempt to confine the circulation of this 
important evidence (which is the property of the 
public alon^ by guarding it with a copy right, 
a^d thereby preventing its republication in the 
newspapers, has induced us to publish our version 
of it in this form, which is free to all the world to 
republish. 

Having thus stated the preliminaries of the inve8^ 
tigation, we proceed to lay before the pubHe a full 
and faithful Report, taken at the time^ of the'pro- 
ceedings of the Committee and the examination of 
witnesses. The correctness of this Report, in ev- 
ery essential particular, will be vouched for by a 
number of inai viduals who paid strict attention to 
the investigation. An appeal is also made for the 
accuracy of our narration, to tlie numerous spec^ 
tators who were present. 

On tho morning Of Wednesday, the first day> 
the Committee met for business, Mr. Hazard and 
others of the Committee, held a long conversation 
in the Senate Chamber, witfi several of the most 
eminent masons of Providence. Among them 
were the Grand Master, the Grand Commander, 
the General Grand Treaeufer, and others. A 
part of that conversation was* known at the time. 
Its import, and that of other inte)^views understood 
to have taken place, it is believed is fully explain- 
ed in the subsequent disclosure made by one of the 
witnesses, Wm. Wilkinson, Esq., that a majoiity 
of the Committee had agreed loitk €hc3e Masons, that 
if they disclosed their oaths, they should not be ques- 
tioned as to the ceterti&nies, proceedings, ^^e. which 
ihey cansldered to be the secrets of Masonry, that 
they had sworn not^to reveal! The tact is simply 
stated as it is borne oiit by the testimony. Wheth- 
er it was proper for an investigating Committee to 
have entered into such a stipulation with. Oa» Ni*\^.- 
nesses who vi*^t^ V.^ \i«v ^■jsjaAxvYc^'eA \iP^\v Op^ax^53>^ 



Memorialists to the General Assembly, or the 
Antimasons were permitted to appear to make 
good any charges against Masonry. During the 
investigation six or eight of the highest Masonic 
OfEcers in Rhode Island were constantly present, 
seated on one side of the table, and a number of 
members of the Antimasonic State Committee 
were as frequently present, seated on the other 
side. Both parties, in their individual capacity, 
proposed questions in writing, which were handed 
to the Committee. The examination was held in 
the Senate Chamber in Providence. 

Wednesday, December 7, 1831 — Present of the 
Commit'ee, B. Hazard, chairman, James F. Sim- 
mons, Wm. Sprague, Jr. and Levi Haile ; (absent, 
£. R. Potter and S. B. Cornell, of the Senate.) 

TESTIMONY OF REV. MOSES THACHER. 

Mr Hazard called tlie Rev. Moses Thacher as 
the first witness, who proceeded to give the follow- 
ing testimony, the substance of which was taken 
down in writing by Mr. Haile, of the Committee, 
who acted as Scribe for that purpose. 

Moses Thacher sworn in chief, in answer to 
interrogatories, says. He resides in North Wren- 
tham, Slassachu setts ; is a clergyman ; has been a 
Free Mason and taken seven degrees, viz. Entered 
Apprentice, Fellow Craft, Master Mason, Mark 
Master, Past Master, Most ExcellentMaster and 
Royal Arch. 

INTERROGATORIES BY THE CHAIRMAN. 

In what Lodge and at what time did you take 
the three first degrees.^ Answer, In St. John's 
Lodge, Providence, in the winter or spring of 
1826-27. 

When did you take the next ? Ans. The sum- 
mer following. 

In the same Lodge .'* Ans. No ; in the same 
Hall, but in v/hat is termed the Chapter, the Prov- 
idence Royal Arch Chapter. 

When did you take the last degree .'' Ans. I am 
Hot able to designate the precise time. I took the 
three preparatory degrees in 1827, and soon after 
the Royal Arch degree, which took a whole eve- 
ning in performing the ceremonies. 

"Before you took the degrees, was an obligation 
or oath administered to you ? Ans. Yes,, a dis- 
tinct oath, upon taking each degree. 

' ENTERED APPRENTICE'S OATH. 

Mr. Hazard. — Can you repeat the oath that you 
took as an entered Apprentice .'' Ans. 1 can re- 
peat the oath substantially. I do not know that 1 
can give all the language, verbatim. 
• Be so good as to repeat what you do recollect. 
Ans. So far as I recollect it was substantially this. 
1 was ma4e to kneel and clasp the sacted writings 
with the square and compass in this form. The 
Master of the Lodge then addressed me in Ian- 
guage like this Before you proceed any farther 
it is necessary for you to take an oath or obliga- 
tion ; this oath will not interfere with your reli- 
gion or politics. Have you any objections to take 
it.'* On signifying my assent, he directed me to 
repeat the oath after him, calling my own name. 
1 would not be understood as giving the language 
verbatim, which was usedin introducing the oath, 
but the sense and substance. The Master then 
. proceeded io administer the oath by sentences, to 
be repeated after him, as I was utterly ignorant of 
it ; ignorai^t masonically, for as I afterwards found 
« I had seen the oath before, substantially. 

Mr. Hazard. Where had you seen it ? Ans, In 
a book called Morgan's Illustrations which had ac- 
cidentally fallen into my hands. 

Mr. Hazard. [To Mr. Haile, who was writing 
down the testimony.] You need not go too fast, Mr. 
Haile. It is best to have it all down, because Mr. 
Thacher has got to sign it. Well Sir, (to the wit- 
/2/'ssJ repeat it as yoa recollect it. 
/f^a/iK'^s. I proceeded atler th e Mas ter , se n te nee 
4/^ sentence J and said, 
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"I, Moses Thacher, of my own free will and ac- 
cord, in presence of Almighty God and this wor- 
shipful Lodge of Free and accepted Mason, dedi- 
cated to God, and held forth to the Holy Order of 
St. John, do hereby and hereon, mo6t solemnly 
and sincerely promise and swear, that I will al- 
ways hail, ever conceal, and never reveal any art 
or arts, part or parts, point or points, of the secrets, 
arts and mysteries of ancient Freemasonry, which 
I have heretofore received, am about to receive, 
or may hereafter be instructed in, to any person of 
persons in the known world, except it be to a true 
and lawful brother Mason, (I think id the mode of 
expression ; I am not certain as to that mode,) or in 
the body of a lawfully constituted Lod^e of such, 
and not unto him or unto them whom Ishall hear 
so to be, but unto him or them only whom 1 shall 
find so to be, after strict trial, due examination or 
lawful informatfon. 

I furthermore promise and swear, ttiat I will not 
write, print, stain, stamp, hew, cut, carve, engrave, 
or indent it, upon anything movable or immova* 
ble, under the whole canopy of Heaven, whereby 
or whereon the least letter, figure, mark, character, 
stain, shadow, or resemblance of the same, shall 
become legible or intelligible to myselfor any other 
person, whereby the secrets of Free Masonry may 
be unlawfully obtained, through my uuworthiness. 
To all which I do most sincerely and solemnly 
promise and swear, without the least equivocation, 
mental reservation, or secret evasion of mind^ in 
me whatever, binding myself under no less pen- 
alty than to have my throat cut acress, [the Master 
at this time drew the handle of his lyiallet, as I af- 
terwards found it to be across my throat] my tongue 
torn out by the roots, my body buried in the rough 
sands of the sea, at low water mark, where the tide 
ebbs and flows twice in twenty-four hours. [The 
oath closes with the legal form, I believe] So help 
me God and keep me steadfast in the due perform- 
ance of the same. 

Fellow Craft's Oath. 

Mr, Hazard. — Be so good as to state what addi- 
tions there were in the oath you took, in the degree 
of Fellow Craft. 

Witness: — The candidate swears to obey all si^ns 
and summons of a fellow craft Mason — to sqpport 
the Constitution, and by-laws of the Lodge, and of 
the Grand Lodge under which it is held. I was told, 
as in the preceding degree that the oath was not to 
interfere with my religion or politics. 

Mr, Hazard, I will read you the Fellow Craft's 
Oath from Allyn's Ritual, and ask you it it is the 
same you took ? [Mr Haile read it accordingly.] 

Witness.^T\\Q oath I took was to support the 
Constitution of the Grand Lodge ; not the Grand 
Lodge of the United States ; jThe oath read from 
Allyn is the substance of the one I took. 

Mr. Hazard. — What did you understand by the 
length of your cable tow ? 

IVitn.ess.—M the time the degree was given, I 
did not understand what that expression meant I 
afterwards learned froii#a Mason, that it meant a 
certain distance, according to the degree. In the 
Master's degree, it is understood to mean three 
miles. It was not explained to me at the time. 
Master Masoit's Oath. 

Mr. Hazard. — Will you point out the differeoee 
in the Master Masons oath, with the proceeding 
oaths.!* 

Witness. — The Master Mason swears to keep the 
secrets of a brother of the same degree, murder 
and treason excepted, and they left to his election. 

Mr. Hazard. — I believe that is the only essential 
difference. 

Witness. — There are several others. 
Mr. Hazard.— -WeW J will you point them out .' 
Witness.—} will point out some of them as far 
as I caw recoWecX. \u SLddWum lo \\'vs former obli- 
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the Master Mason's word, which he is hereafter to 
receive, to any but a Mason of tlje sarae degree, [1 
clo not here pretend to give the precise \au^uage of 
the oath,] except upon the five pbiiits of fellowship, 
and then not above his breath. That he will not give 
L-the grand hailing sign of distress, except he is in real 
distress, and when he sees that sign given, or hears 
the words accompanying it, he swears to fly to the 
relief of the person giving the si^n or utteriiig the 
words, unless there is a greater probability of losing 
his life, than saving the life of the person in dis- 
tress. 

The candidate in this degree also swears that he 
will not speak evil of a urother Master Mason,either 
before his face or behind his back, but will apprize 
him of all approaching danger, if in his power. — 
Another addition in substance is he promises and 
swears that the secrets of a brother Master Mason, 
given to him in charge, as such, and he knowing 
them to be such, shall remain as secure and invio- 
lable in his own breast as in that of the person com- 
mimicatiDg them, murder and treason excepied,and 
thnt left at his election. 

(Mr. Haile — discretion ?) 

Witness — Election I think it is. 

The penalty also varies, in this degree. It is that 
the body be severed in two in the midst, and the 
bowels burnt to ashes, and these ashes scattered be- 
fore the four winds of heaven, that there mignt not 
the least trace or remembrance lemain, among 
men or Masons, of so vile and perjured a wretch as 
I should be if I were ever wilfully to violate any 
part of this my solemn oath or obligation, of a mas- 
ter masoD. That is the substance of the penalty. 
X am not positive of every word. 

Mr. Hazard, Is it not a part of the oath that 
you will not violate the chastity of a Master Mason's 
wif^ daughter, &c. .^ 

Witness. Yes Sir, " I further more promise and 
swear, that I will not violate the chastity of a Master 
Mason's wife, mother, daughter or sister, knowing 
them to be such, or sufier it to be done by others 
if in my power to prevent it. 

A question in writing having been banded to the 
committee, Col. T. Rivers, a (Mason) here asked, 
''will the Committee receive questions from by- 
standers.' I appear for no one." 

Mr. Hazard. — We will receive any information 
from any citizen, and will be obliged to any who will 
give information to aid in this investigation. We 
shall be glad to receive any from yourself. 

Mr. Rivers. I have none to make. [Wm. Wil- 
kinson, Esq. a high mason, and Mr. Rivers here 
held some conversation aside.] 

JIfr. Hazard then read the Mark Master's oath 
Irom Allyn, Mr. Simmons reading the conclusion. 
Is that the substance of the oath .' It is so far as I 
ean recollect. I believe the phraseology is different 
in reference to the Mark and the Jewish She- 
kel of silver. 

[B. F. Hallett presented questions in writing, re- 
lative to the ceremony representing the killing 
of Hiram Abiff in the Masters degree, and the re- 
ference it had to the penalty. The Commitete did 
not put the questions.] 

Thopaas Rivers, Esq. here presented a question 
in writing for Mr. Hazard to put, but before it was 
put, Mr. R. said he would waive it for the present, 
and it was returned to him. 

Mr. Simmons read the Most Excellent Masterls 
oath from Allyn, and asked if that was correct. 

Witness.-^ThaX was sabstantially as I received it, 
so far as I can recollect. ' 

[Mr. Hazard was again requested to pat the ques- 
tion relative to tlie ceremony of killing Hiram Abiff, 
bot declined.] 

Witness here said there was a point in the Mas- 
ter Mason's oath, relative to obeymff all signs and 
summonses, which he believed he had omitted to 
•late before. He then stated that part of the obU- 
gutioa. 






RoYAT. Arch Oath. 

Mr. Simwmis. — Do you recollect the variations 
of tiie Royal Arch oath from the preceding oaths ? 
It would be preferable lor you to give them. 

tViiness. -^They do not readily occur to me, and 
I should probably omit some in pointing out the 
differences. 1 can state them as far as my recol- 
ection extends. 

Mr. Hazard. — Do you recollect any clause to 
keep the secrets of a brother Companion, murder 
and treason not excepted ? 

Witness. — I do not recollect that phraseology. 

Mr. Simmons then read the oath from Allyn, and 
asked if that was correct. [The clause in the oath, 
as given in Allyn, is to keep all the socrets, without 
exception.] 

Witness. — The oath, so far as I recollect, is sub- 
stantially the sarae as was administered to me. I 
do not recollect the words *^right or wrong" being 
administered to me. The words murder and trea- 
son not excepted, were not in the oath I took. I do 
not recollect the promise to employ a (yompanion 
Royal Arch Mason, in preference to another per- 
son. 

On being further questioned, witness replied, I 
am confident that I was sworn to assist a companion 
Royal Arch Mason when in any difficulty, and to 
extricate him from the same, if within my power. — 
I have no recollection of any kind of difficulty be-' 
ing excepted. He was to be assisted when in diffi- 
culty. The penalty I recollect distincly as read, 
to have my scull smote off, and my brains expos- 
ed to the scorching rays of the sun. I do not rec- 
ollect any further material variation from the oath 
as now readto me. 

Question piit by request. — What was the form 
in which you were sworn to keep the secrets of a 
Royal Arch Mason ? 

Witness. — To the best of my recollection it was 
to keep all secrets of a Companion Royal Arch Ma- 
son, communicated to me as such, and I knowing 
them to be such. 

Mr. Simmons. — Were there no exceptions as to 
the kind of secrets you were tokeep ? 

Witness. — No. I recollect there were exceptions 
in the preceding degrees, but I do not recollect any 
in this. 

[A question in writing was here handed to the 
Chairman, asking the sititation in which witness 
was placed to receive the oath, and the nature of 
the ceremony of representing God appearing to 
Moses in the burning bush. The Chairman did not 
put the questions.] 

Mr. Simmons put the following question by re- 
quest. Did you ever take a check degree and if ^o 
please explain it ? 

Witness. — Afler I bad taken the three fitst degrees 
in Masonry, which I received in one night, the 
Master of the Lodge said to me, before you leave ' 
the hall it is necessary for yo.u to take an oath, in 
consequence of a book which has been published, 
revealing the secrets of Freemasonry or of the Order, 
I do not remember which. He further said that it 
was necessary for me to do this in order to jrisit 
other Lodges, and said '4f other folks get our keys, 
we must put on new locks." That was his ex- 
pression. The oath was then administered to me, 
the general terms of which were that I would not 
give the word or sign about to be communicated to 
me, except in a Lodge, or 'at the door of such, when 
about to be examined for admission. It was in- 
tended as a key for admission into Lodges. I never 
made use of it but once. 

Mr. Hazard. — I dont see but they will have 
their hands full of mlaking new secrets. 

Question by request. W)is there any penalty 
attached to this oath? 

Witness. No corporeal ^^^aXtoj* V '^xs^ "^^ 
penally ^v* ^a ^^ ^vs^x^ts^ «t ^xv^^^sk^. Vst ^ijA- 
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After taking the^e several oblioation<i, , did you 
ijyot receive a charge^ and did you not consider it 
binding ? 

JVitness.— After taking each of tho two first 
degrees, a charge was rend to mc [Mr Mo?e5 Rich- 
ardson here handed to Mr Sirarnons Webb'sMoHitor 
and referred to the charge.] 

,Mr Simmons — If I read the charge to yon frem 
Webb, will you reccollect if that was the charge 
you received in theifirst degree. 
Witness. — I presume I can. 
Mr. Simmons here read the following from Webb's 
Monitor a book published to the world by Masons. 
Charge at initiation into the first Degree. 
Brother, As you are now introduced into the first 
principles of Masonry, I congratulate you on being 
accepted into this ancient and honorable order; an- 
cient as having subsisted from time immemorial; 
and honorable, as tending in every particular, so to 
render all men, who will be conformable to its pre- 
.cepts. No institution was ever raised on a better 
principle; or more solid foundation; nor wfere ever 
more excellent ru^es and useful maxims laid down, 
.;than are inculcated in the several masonic lectures. 
'The greatest and best of men in all ages have been 
.encouragers and promoters of the art, and Iiave 
never deemed it derogatory from their dignity to 
level themselves with the fraternity, extend their 
privileges, and patronise their assemblies. There 
axe thre& great duties which, as a mason, you are 
charged to inculcate, to God, your neighbor, and 
yourself. To God, in never mentioning hts name, 
but with th^t awe and reverence which is ever due 

• from a creature to his creator; to implore his aid in 
all your laudable undertakings; and to esteem him 
as the chief good; — to yonr neighbor; in acting 
npon the square, and doing unto him as you wish he 
should do unto jou: — and to yourself; in avoiding 
all irregularity and intemperance, which may im- 
pair your faculties, or debase the dignity of your 
profession. A zealous attachment to these duties 
will ensure public and private esteem, in the 
state, you are to be a quiet and peaceable subject, 
true to your government, and just to your country; 
you are not to countenance disloyalty or. rebellion, 
but patiently submit to legal authority, and conform 
with cheerfulness to the government of the country 
in which you4ivo. In yoijir outward demeanor be 
particularly careful to avoid censure or reproach; 
and ^ewar<5 of those who may artfully endeavor ^to 
insinuate themselves into your esteem, with a view 
to betray your virtuous resolutions, or make you 
swerve from the principles of tliis institution. Let 
not your interest, favour, or prejudice, bias your in- 
tegrity or influence you to be guilty of a dishonor- 
able action ; but let your conduc.t and behaviour be 
regular and uniform, and your deportment suitable 
to the dignity of your profession. Although your 
frequent appearance at our regular meetings is 
earnestly solicited, yet it is not moant that masonry 
should mterfere with your necessary vocations; 
for these are on no account to be neglected, neither 
are you to suffer your zeal for the institution, to 
leacT you into disputes with thgse who, through 
ignorance, may ridicule it. At your leisure hours 
you are to study the liberal arts and sciences ; and 
that you may improve in masonic*disquisitions, con* 
verse with well-informed brethren, who will be 
always as ready to give, as you will be to receive, 
instruction. Finally ; keep sacred and inviolable 
the mysteries of the order, as these are to distinguish 
you from the rest of the community, and mark your 
consequence among masons. If, in the circle of 
^our acquaintance, you find a person desirous of 
being initiated into masonry, be particular by atten- 
tive not to recommend him, unless you are con- 
vinced he will conform to our rules ; that the honour, 
glory, and reputation of the institution may bo firmly 

oeieabjjshed and the world adhr^e be convinced of 



Afler reading the charge from ^ebb*s Monitor, 
in the first degree, Mr. Simmons inquired of the 
witness if that(;^arge was delivered to him ? 

Witness. I think that was read tome, or the sub- 
stance of it. 

Mr. Simmons. Did you consider it binding? 

Witness. I paid but little attention to it at the 
time. 1 knew it was printcd^^and I could read it at 
my leisure. 

Mr. Simmons. Did you consider the charge bind- 
ing 01) you as a Mason ? 

Witness. A portion of it I considered binding on 
me before I was a Mason — so far as it enjoined mor- 
al obligations. 

Mr. Hazard. You paid but little attention to it, 
but considered it was binding on you as a Mason ? 

Witness. I do not recollect I had any distinct im- 
pression of the charge. I received it as advice in 
connexion with the baths. My attention was more 
particularly turned to what were called the secrets 
of Masonry, than to what I knew h^d been pub I is h: 
ed, and could be examined another time. 

Mr, Simmons. Was a Lecture rea^ toyou in the 
Fellow Craft's degree ? 

Witness. I distinctly recollect rpceiying a charge 
ip that degree to be always ready to assist in seeing 
the laws and regulations of Masonry duly executed. 

Mr. Simmons tlien read the charge from WcbbJ 
ip the Fellow Craft's degree, p. 71, and also the 
charge in the Master Mason's degree, from Wpbh, 
p. 75, as follow : — 

Charge at Initiation into the Second D9gree. 

Brother, — Being advanced to the second degree 
of Masonry, we congratulate you on your prefer- 
ment. The internal, and not external qualifications 
of a man, are what masonry regards. As you in- 
crease in knowledge, you will improve in social in- 
tercourse. It is unnecessary to recapitulate the 
duties which, as a mason, you are bound to^is- 
charge ; or enlarge on the necessity of a strict ad- 
herence to them, as your own experience must 
have established their value. Our laws and regu- 
lations you are strenuously to support ; and be al- 
ways ready to assist in seeing them duly executed. 
You are nqt to palliate; or aggravate tlie ofiences of 
your brethren ; but, in the decision of every tres- 
pass against our rules, you are to judge with can- 
dour, admonish with friendship, and reprehend with 
justice. The study of the liberal arts, that valua: 
ble branch of education, which tends so effectually 
to polish and adorn the mind, is earnestly recom- 
mended to your consideration ; especially the sci- 
ence of geometry, which is established as the basis, 
of our art. Geometry or Masonry, originally sy- 
nonymous terms, being of a divine and moral nature, 
is enriched with the most* useful knowledge ; while 
it proves the wonderful properties of nature, it de- 
monstrates the more important truths of morality. 
Your past behaviour and regular deportment have 
merited the honour which wo have now conferred ; 
and in your new character, it is expected that you 
will conform to the principles ef the order, by steadi- 
ly persevering in the practice of every commenda- 
ble virtue. Such is the nature of your engagements 
as a fellow craft, and to these duties you, are bound 
by the most gacred ties* 

Charge at Initiation into the Third Degree. 

Brother — Your zeal for the Insitution of Mason- . 
ry, the progress yon have made in the mystery, and 
your stcdfast conformity to our regulations, havo 
pointed you out as a proper object of our favor and 
esteem. You are now bound by duty, houQr and 
gratitude, to be faithful to your trust, to support 
the dignityof your character on every occasion : 
and to enjoin by precept and example, obedience to 
the tenets of the Order. Exemplary conduct Is 
expected from you, to convince the world, that 
merit is the title to our privileges, and that on you 
our favors are not undeservedly bestowed. In the 
character of a Master-Mason, you arc authorised to 
cor^ecUho eiiova 'itid irrG^ularitiea of your uuiu: 
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farmed, brethren and to ^uard tham against a breach 
of fidelity, and every ^lurement in vicious prac- 
tices. To preserve the reputation of the fraternity 
unsullied, must be your constant care ; and for this 
purpose, it is your province, to recommend to your 
inferiors, obedience, and submission : to your equals, 
courtesy and afFabihty ; to your superiors, kindness 
and condescension. Universal benevolence you 
are always to inculcate ; and, by the regularity of 
^ourown behaviour, afford the best example for 
the conduct of others less informed. The ancient 
land-marks of the Order^ entrusted to your care, 
you are carefully to preserve ; and while you cau- 
tion the inexperienced against a breach cf fidelity ; 
never suffer them to be; infringed^ or countenance a 
deviation from the established usages and customs 
of the fraternity Your virtue, honor and reputa- 
tion, are concerned in supporting, vvith dignity, the 
respectable character you now bear. Let no mO' 
tiv^t therefore^ make you swerve from your duty^ 
violate your vows, or betray your trusty but be true 
and faithful, and imitate the example of that cele- 
brated artist^ whom you this evening represent. 
Thus you will render yourself deserving of the hon- 
or which we have conferred, and merit the confi- 
dence thai we have reposed.** 

The question which had been previously handed 
to the Chairman of the Committee was again writ- 
ten and handed to Mr. Sprague, one of the commit- 
tee, the first question having been torn up by 
the Chairman. Some conversation passed between 
Mr. Hazard and Mr. Sprague. 

Mr. Hazard. • It seems to be insisted on that this 
question must be pu^. What celebrated Attist is 
i*eferred to in the Master's Charge just read to you 
whom you represented, and in v«^hat manner did you 
i^epresenthim, and has it any reference to the pien- 
alty ? 

Witness., It refers to Hiram Abiff, or l^iram the 
XVidow's Son, who was said to have been slain, lor 
refusing to reveal the Master Mason's Word, and 
vvhora the candidate is made to represent by being 
knocked down, and laid out as if he were dead,and 
IS then brought to lif6. That is a part of the histo- 
ry of the degree as exidained to me that evening, 
in connes^ion with the penalties of the three first 
degrees. 

Mr. Moses Richardson (Mason) here turned to 
another charsre in Webb. / 

Mr, JlAzard. Here is another charge, 1 read it 
fo know if it was read to you. It i^ in Webbs 
Monitor, page 99* 

You agree to be a good man and true, and strictly 
to obey the moral law. You agree to be a peacea- 
ble subject, and cheerfully to conform to the laws 
Of the country in which you reside. You promise 
not to be concerned in plots and conspiracies against 
government, but patiently to submit to the decisions 
of the supreme legislature. You agree to pay a 
proper respect to the civif magistrate, to work dili- 
gently, live creditably, and act honourably by all 
men. You agree to hold in veneration this original 
rulers and patrons of the order of masonry and their 
regular successors, supreme and subordinate accord- 
ing to their stations; and to submit to the awards 
and resolution:* of your brethren in general chapter 
convened, in every case consistent with the consti- 
tution of the order. You promise to reapoct genu- 
ine brethren, and to discountenance impostors, and 

* The above chars^es, upon which much strbss was 
laid by Masons in this investigation, are pven verbatim, 
(except apart of the first charge,) in Bernard's Light on 
Masonry, pages 25, 52, and 74. In the account there 
given of the three first degrees, it is said, " the following 
charge is, or ought to be delivered to the candidate, but 
he is generally told, " it is in the Monitor and you can 
learn it at your leisure." Thus it will be seen that Ma- 
sonry has had tke credit of all the maxims conveyed "m 
these charges, from the lime of the first disclosures af her 
loaiesaad obUgntioaSj mada hn this eoumiy. 



all dissenters from the original plan of masonry," 
You agree to promote the general good of society, 
to cultivate the social virtues, and to propagate the 
knowledge of the art. You promise to pay iiomage 
to the Grand Master lor the time being, and to his 
officers when duly installed ; and strictly to confornrr 
to every edict of the Grand Lodge, or, General As- 
sembly of Masons, that is not subversive of the prin- 
ciples and ground work of masonry. You admit 
that it is not in the power of any man, or body of 
men, to make innovation in the body of masoury> 

Y'ou promise a regular attendance on the coni- 
mittees and communications of the Graiid Lodge^ 
on receiving proper notice, and to pay attention to 
all the duties ofmasonr}, on convenient occasion. 
You agree that no visitors sTiall be. received into 
your Lodge without due examination, and produc- 
ing proper vouchers of their having been initiated 
in a regular lodge." 

Witness. I do not recollect hearing that read to 
me. 

[The above charge is given to the Master of a. 
Lodge, on his installment as such, by the Grand 
Master, and not to individual members.] 

Mr^ B. F. HaUettf here requested' the Commit-' 
.tee to notice the Masonic qualification given to the 
•injunction to obey the civil laws. He referred 
Mr. Hazard to Dermott's Ahinran Rezon (the book 
of Constitutions so highly extolled by Deputy- 
General Grand High Priest Poitasett, at lifs inaugu- 
ration in Washington ) On page 81 of that book,- 
the following qlialification is given of the Masonic 
injunction to obey the civil Magistrate, which Mr. 
Hazard read. 

''Of old, kings, princes and states encburaged the" 
Fraternity for their loyalty, who ever flourished 
most in times of peace; but though a brother is not 
countenantbd in his rebellion against the State, yet 
IF coJVViCTED OF NO OTHER CRIME, hls relation 
to the jLodge remains indefeasible.** 

The same principle is fuily recognized in the fol- 
lowing extract from a book Of. the highest Masonic 
authority in Rhode Island and Massachusetts. 

Section- IL Of Government and <A« Civil 
Magistrate, 

** So that if a brother should be a rkbel 
A0 4INST THE State, he is not to be counte- 
nanced in his rebellion, however he may be pitied 
as an unhappy man, and if convicted of no 
OTHER CRIME, though tho loyal Brotherhood must ' 

and ought to disown his rebellion and give no um- 
brage or ground of political jealousy to the gov- 
ernment for the time being, they cannot expel 
HIM FROM the Lodge, ani^his helatk^ to 
IT REMAINS indefeasible." — See Massachusetts 
Book of Constitutiohs, p. \^6. Edited by Thad 
deus M. Harris, and published by the sanction of 
the Grand Lodge. 

So says James Hardie, in his Masonic Monitor, 
p. 163, of the distinct duties of a Mason as a citi- 
zen and a Mason. " In civil government, he is to 
be firm in his allegiance, ytt steadfast in defence 
of our (the Masonic,) laics, liberty, and eonsiitu-' 
tion.** 

Note. [It will thus be seen, that by the cfonslilutionK* 
and the practices of Masonry', treason against the 
State, and the murder of a Mason who violates his 
oath, are not accounted crimes of sufficient magnitude, 
to authorize expulsion from a Lodge ! ! It well becomes' 
a Society, avowing and practising^ such principles, to 
talk of ''submission to the civil magistrate," and requir-r 
ing its members " to be true to their government, and 
just ta their country," when th<5y have the full sanction of 
the Lodge to rebel against that government, and retain' 
entire fellowship with Masonry. . It will aUo be ^^•?i«vVi>3 
the above extcaLcX vWv vW loV\ \>\%."^^«^ «^S ^^'^, ^^; 
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Mr, ffazmrd (after reading ih^ extraet from Der- 
ir.ott.) Yes I se« how it is. To the witness. Is 
this book of Constitutions by Laurence Dermottj 
ealled the Ahiman Rezon a standard authority in 
the New England Lodges ? 

Witness, I have never known it Masontcally to 
be a standard authority in the N. England Lodges. 
It is an authority highly respected by Masons. 

Mr, Hazard. Is the Free Mason's Monitor by 
Thomas S. Webb, a standard authority among 
masons ? 

WUntss, I understand it to be so, but supersed- 
ed,, ii^ some measure by the Chart of Jeremy L. 
Cross. I do not know Masonieally that Cross is 
used in the Lodges. Webb and Cross are under- 
stood to be used by Masons as authoiity, indbciimi- 
nately without preference. 

Mr, Simmons, When you speak of not knowing 
Ahitoan Rezon, to be an authority, masonieally, 
what do you mean ? 

Witness. 1 mean I never was informed as a Ma- 
ton/ by a Mason, that it was such. 

Mr. Hazard. Here produced several newspa- 
pers and pamphlets. In \M Providence American 
ef Sept 17, 1831, is an Address to the Grand Lodge 
ef Rhode Island signed Moses Thatcher. Were 
you the author of that Address ? 

Witness — after examining it. I was. 

Mr. Hazctrd. Here is a pamphlet addressed te 
the Chureh. of North Wrentham in 1829, published 
In Boston. Is that your* I 

Witness — Riisi. 

Mr. Hazart^Htre are SiOtters addressed to a 
IVrotber, in the Church on seceding from Masonry,, 
signed Moses Thacher 1829. 

Witness — f published those letters: 

Mr. Hazard. In the American of Sept. 27, 1€31, 
is a letter to you signed Caleb Sayles,^taken from 
the Masonic Mirror. Have yoti seen that state- 
ment ? 

Witness, I have seen it in the Masonic Minror, 
and I believe in the Microcosm. 

Mr. Hazard — 1 have alluded to these papers, Be- 
cause the Committee may wish to ask you some 
questions in explanation of these statements. . 

Witness, I will give the committee all the infor- 
mation In my power. 

Mt. Hazard, The testimony in this investiga- 
tion is of immense importance to every body. To 
the Masons themselves and to the community. It 
is the intention of the Committee to conduct the ex- 
amination so> that no one shall have cause to com- 
^ plain, and with that understanding it is desirable 
that no more question^ should be suggested in writ- 
ing ^ the Committee to put» than are absolutely 
necssary. 

Question by request. Are the statements of the 
ceremonies of imitation, &c. give in Barnard's 
Light on Masonry, and Allyn*s Ritualv correct so 
far as you have taken the degrees ? 

m^itness. They are substantially the same I 
have received and seen administered in Lodges. I 
have been in the Lodjge in Providence where I re- 
ceived the lower degrees,, in St. Albans Lodore, 
Massachusetts, and once attended the Grand Lodge 
in Boston* The Lodges I hffv» examined agree in 
their ceremonies and mode of working. 

I never attended the Chapter after \ was initiat- 
ed in the Royal Arch degree. 

Question by request. Wae the declar-ation that 
your oath was not to interfere with your reGgion or 
politics made to you, previous to taking the Royal 
Arch oath. 

Witness. I have no recollection whether it was 
or was not used in that degree. It recollect it dis- 
tinctly in the first degree. 

-4*?: S/mTMons^. Did you have Morgan's illustra- 

ti'^ns in your pocket or 'about you, when you went 

fMio theLodffff at Providence to take the decrees ? 
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Witness. I had not. I had easuall^ teen Mor-^ 
gan's book, after I was propounded, but on being 
assured by a Mason ot good standing that it was 
not true,' I paid but very little attention to it 

[The above question appeared to have been asked 
by Mr. Simmons, at the verbal suggestion of ono 
of the by-standers,who was a Mason. It being a 
quarter before 2 o'clock, the Comhiittee adjourned. 
In the course of the examination this forenoon that 
part of Mr. Thacher's testimony, as taken down by 
Mr. Haile, as far as the inquiry into the check de- 
gree, was read to witness by Mr. Haile^ but no fa- 
ther.] 

Wednesday afternoon, Dec. 7. — The Comipittea 
met at 3 o,clock, and resumeo the examination of 
Mr. Thacher. 

[Mr. Hazard handed to Mr. Simmons a number 
of interrogatories^ in the hand writing of Thoihas 
Rivers, Esq. a Mason. They were put as follow : 

Mr. Simmons. Were all the degrees conferred 
on you, on account of your profession, (as a eler- 
gyman) gratuitously.^ 

Witness. They were. I paid no fee for them. 

Mr. Simmons. Did you eves' consider yourself 
bound to favor a mason to the injury of others, in 
consequenee of your masonic obligations .' 

Witness. I never considered myself so bound. 

Mr. Simmons: While a member of the Lod^e,. 
did you know of any higher punishment being in^ 
flicted, for a violation of Masonic obligation, than 
expulsion ? 

Witness. No ; nor had 1 any personal knowl- 
edge of any member having been||expelled. 

Mr. Simmons, Did you ever hear the question 
of higher penalties than expulsion discussed in the 
lodge ; if so, when and where, and uader what 
circumstances ? 

Witness. Tea 1 did. In St. Albans Lodge, in 
Wrentham, the last time 1 was in the Lodge, this 
subject was talked about^ The members present, 
who had- taken the higher degrees were silent on 
the subject, except one. Those of the lower de- 
agrees expressed tiseir opinions. They were vari- 
ous. 

Mr. Simmons. At what time was this .' 
Witness. The 13th of May, 1829, in St. Albans 

Lod^e in Wrentham. 
[Witness here referred to a note he had of th« 

transaotibn.] 

Mr. Simmons. Wasit a* meeting' of the Lodge ? 
' Witness. Ji wa& a regulur Lodge meeting, 1 do 
not know if there was a Tyler at the door. I think 
on reflection that Esquire Fiske,ahTgh Mason,who 
was present, was the one wHo expressed an opin- 
ion on the subject. The question was proposed in 
this form. In what 'light are Masonic j)enaUie8 to 
be considered, not whether they had been inflicted, 
but in what light tliey were to be considered i- 
There was no vote taken. 

Jlfr. Hazard. Did you not say just now, that you- 
knew of no higher penalty than expulsion ^ 

Witness. Personally I did not, nor was I ever 
present when any one was expelled. 1 have been^ 
informed that I have been expelled myself. 

Mr. Hazard. Who were present when this mat- 
ter was talked about, and was it not after the Lodge 
was closed ^ 

Witness. It was in open Lodge. There were 
present, Josiah J.- Fiske,* Rev. Luther Wright, 
Anson Mann, Samuel Druce, Esq. and Asa Ware, 
Jr. Secretary, or acting as such. Others were\ 
present. 



* Mr. Piske is the second member of the Honorable 
Council of the Stale of Massachusetts. He was chosen- 
the present year, having the highest number of voles, 
while Russell Freeman, Esq. charged with the crime of' 
opposition to Oae Masovwc c^ndxdale (ot ConnreM froaa* 
BEisio\ D'laViicl, Nv»a uoV tft'e\%«\ftA.^ 
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Jtfr. Hazard., That is sufficitat. How was the 
■abject introduced ? 

fVitness. As a matter of discaBsioB and inquiry. 
No motion was made. The sense of the Lodge 
^as not taken. 

Mr. Hazard. Was any member of the Lod^ 
present who expressed his opinion that the Lodge 
had power to inflict any penalty but expulsion .' 

Witness. No sir. 1 do not reeoUeet that the term 
expulsion was used at nil. The explanation was 
given by one member that the canaidate swears 
that rather than reveal, he will suffer thus and so, 
according as the penalties read ; and I do not recol- 
lect that any other definite opinion was expressed. 
I did not understand it as the prevailing' sentiment. 
No other explanation was given. [Witness here 
suggQsted to Mr.Haile, who was writing down the 
substance of his answers, that he wished to be un- 
4erstoed as saying that the Mason referred to, who 
explained the penalty, said, that rather than reve&l 
Masonic secrets he would suffer his penalties, so 
and so.] 

Mr. Simmons here resumed the standing inter- 
rogatories. While a Mason did you ever give your 
Yote for a Mason, on account of his being sueh~? 

Witness. 1 did not, nor do I remember if I ever 
was placed in that situation. I do not know any 
clause in the Masonic obligations 1 have tal^en 
that literally obliged me to vote for a Mason. 

Mr. Simmons proposed th£ following, by request 
ef Mr. Rivers. 

Did you ever know a political question to be 
discussed in a Lodge, or a nomination for a politi- 
cal office to be made there ? 

Witness. 1 did not. 

Question. Did you ever know a public officer to 
release or discharge a person accused of crime, 
dpon making himself known as a Mason ? 

Witness. 1 never did, of m^ own personal 
knowledge. I suppose this question has reference 
to my personal knowledge of the fact. Otherwise 
I should state differently.* 

Question. At the time of taking the oaths, did 
you consider that there was any thing in them in- 
consistent with your civil duties f 

Witness. After I had examined the oaths, I be- 
came satisfied that 1 could not conform to them 
literally, without violating my duty as a citizen. 

Mr. Simmons. What, at the time you took 
them ? 

Witness. I have previously stated the circum- 
stances under which the oaths were received, and 
have said I had not the means to consider them 
properly. 

Mr. Simmxms. How long after did you make this 
discovery ? 

Witness. Sometime after, I cannot state precise- 
ly, circumstances led to my examining the oaths, 
and afler giving the subject a thorough investiga- 
tion I came to the deliberate conclusion that they 
would interfere with my civil and religious duties. 

Mr. Simmons. How many degress had you taken 
before you came to that conclusion ^ 

Witness. I formed this conclusion^ afler 1 had ta- 
^ ken all the degrees I ever took. 1 had never thor- 
oughly examined the subject before, and relied up- 
on the fact that conscientious men had taken these 
oaths before me. 

Mr. Hazard. Will you explain for what reason 
you considered these oaths to conflict with your 
civil and religious duties ? 

Witness. I supposed that the oaths were in them- 
selves unlawful, and so far I understood them as 
conflicting with my religious duties. I considered 
that I haa no moral right tb bind myself under a 
barbarous penalty to keep such secrets as those of 
Masonry. I supposed too that my Masonic oiths 
miffht in certain circumstances conflict with a ju- 
dicial oath, particularly in regard to that part of 
the oath where the ctindidate swears to keep & Ma- 
Boas secrets, murder and treason only excepted 



and thes s left to his sltotion. If brovg ht upoa tbe 
stand as a witness in a Court,* 1 might be called 
upon to testify against a brother, under my civil 
oath, where I had sworn Masonicadly not to testify, 
and where my Masonic oath expressly bound me 
not to testify. Also that part of the oath which 
bound me as a Mason to warn a brother Mason of 
all approaching danger, if in mv power. He might 
be in danger of being arrested as a thie f, and my 
Masonic oatli would bind me to warn him of tlie 
approaching danger, so that he might escape. 

{A question was here handed to Mr. Simmons, 
whether the Master of the Lodge explained these 
oaths at the time they were given, or any other. 

Mr. Hazard. Can you point to that part of your 
Masonic oath which is intended for the purpose of 
screening a thief from justice, or may be used for 
that purpose? 

Witness, I have reference to the clause T have 
repeated in the Master Mason's oath. 

Mr. Hazard. What part of it. 

Witness. This part, " I furthermore promise and 
swear that I will not speak evil of a brother Master 
Mason, neither behind his back nor .before his face, 
hut wiU apprise him of all approaching danger , ijf 
in my power.** I consider the plain import ah d 
meaning of that oath, would bind me to aid a brother 
Mason to escape from justice or screen him from 
punishment, it I could do so by warning him of his 
danger. 

Mr. Hazard. Tou say your Masonic oath would 
oblige you to aid a Mason to escape from justice. — 
Am I also to understand you to mean tliat ^ our Ma- 
sonic oath would bind you to conceal any crime 
a brother Mason should communicate to you? 

Witness, In the Master Mason's oath murder and 
treason are the only crimes excluded, which I un- 
derstand to include all others. 

Mr. Hazard. That is true. All crimes less than 
murder and treason are certainly included by that 
phraECology. That is true. It should be so stated — 
turning to Mr. Haile. 

Witness, Another part of the obligation J had to. 
my mind was,that I will not give the grand hailing 
sign of distress unless I am in real distress, and 
should I see that sign given, or hear the words ac- 
companying it, I will fly to the relief ot the person 
making that sigU or uttering the words, if there is a 
greater probability of saving his life than loosing 
my own. If I were on a jury and the criminal on 
trial should make that sign, it would be ic my pow- 
er to affi)rd him relief, and my Masonic oath would 
literally bind me to do so by preventing a verdict, or 
using my influence to cause a verdict in his favor. 
[It wa^here r.»marked to Mr. Haile (the Scribe of 
the Committee) by a by-stander that he had not 
written down Mr. Thacher's explanation. The wit- 
ness, on healing Mr. Haile's note read on this point, 
said that was not as he stated it. Mr. Haile finally 
wrote it down in this form, •* by pteventing a ver- 
dict or inflaencing others to give a verdict in his fa- 



vor. 



Witnessi—^y meaning is that if I was a juror, 
and a bi other Mason on triaf should give the Grand 
hailing sign of distress, my Masonic oath would re- 
quire me to answer him, and afford him relief it it 
were in my power. 

[T. Rivers, Esq.^ (Mason) here presented a ques- 
tion, which Mr. Hazard looked at, observing it is 
the same thing he has said before. He however 
put the question, the purport of which was to in- 
quire whether he received his Masonic oisiths as lit- 
erally binding.] 

Witness.— 'I did receive them under their literal 
construction, as far as I understood them, and I know 
of no other standard by which to construe th(^n ex- 
cept bv their plain import, in the same m^ww^x V^^ 
the civ'il oath V \\^n^ \.t^V^^ V. ^^^ , "^"^^^"^^ ^ ^ ^^ 
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^o try a ease between a Mason and one not a Ma- 
rion, shouUl you have considered, or do you uow 
consider, tiiat there ia any oath that would require 
you as a judge or a juror, to favor a mason to the 
injury of one not a mason ? 

Ifitness. I do nc^ consider there is any oath 
'thc^t would bind me so to act, because I would not 
so be bound; but if 1 were to receive th^ oath, and 
^vere to construe it in the same manner I have the 
oath you have administered to me a^ a witness, I 
should be required so to acl if called upon mason- 
ically. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you no consider it when you 
jook it. 

fVitness. I did when I examined the oaths, and 
^or that reason 1 renounced them, because I found 
that I must either conform to them, if required, and 
violate my ciyil duties, or violate my masonic oath 
if I complied with my civil oath. 
. [A qi^estion was here handed ta Mr. Hazard from 
Masons. . Mr. H. said, it comes back to the same 
thing he has answered before. Mr. Haile said, 
that 19 lully explained before, and he then read to 
the Witness what he had taken down on that point] 

Mr. Hazard. Did you ever know any instance 
of a masoni<? judge or juror or Sheriff, or other offi- 
cer, practicing upon that iniquitious construction 
of Masonic oaths, which binds him to favor a mason 
"to the injury of one not a Mason, or to screen him 
from justice ? 

ffitness. No 9uch transaction ever passed under 

my personal knowledge. There are many things 

which I have been informed of, and have good evi- 

cience to believe, but 1 presume the inquiry is made 

^n reference to my personal knowledge. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you ever know the Grand 
hailing sign of distress to be given under trial, to a 
judire, juror or sheriff ? 

Witness, I never did, I do not know that I have 
bfteu in a Court of Justice, since I was a mason. 
When there was a trial between a Mason and one 
not a Mason. 

Mr. Simmons. One of the Committee (Mr. 
Spragfue) wishes? this question to be put : Did you 
ever hear the oaths, at any time, explained to you 
masonically,to mean any thmg other than what 
their terms import ? [This question had been pre- 
viously handed to Mr. Simmons, and laid aside.] 

y{itne.'is. I never heard them explahied in any 
way. They are administered literally, and there 
left. 

Mr. Simmons. You said you had charges deliv- 
ered to you, and did you not consider them bind- 
in*^ ? Here U one, " you agree to be a good man, 
and true, and strictly to obey the moral law." 

JV/dtness. To what degree does that appertain ? 

Mr. Simmons. . Mark Masters, I believe. 

[Thi.s charge is not given in any degree, but to 
iha Master of a Lodge, on his installation.] 

Witness. 1 have no recollection ofhaving il giv- 
en to me. 

Mr. Moses Richardson — (a Mason) I ought to 
know something about it. That was given to me. 

[The Masonic Chart by Jeremy L. Crossj Grand 
Lecturer, was here handed to Mr. Hazard with a 
request tliat he would ask an explanation of the 
syinbol on page 33, which represents God appear- 
jnjr to Moses in the burning bush. Mr. H. handed 
ihe book to the v»itness,and asked what that mearit.] 

Witness. It represents one of the ceremonies as 
erfortned when I received the Royal Arph degree. 

he candidate is lead round tbe chapter blind fold- 
ed, and a passage of scripture is read. *' Now 
Moses kept the flock of Jethro his father in-law,the 
priest of Midian ; And the angel of the Lord ap- 
pear(*d vinto him in a tlamp of fjre, out of the midst 
of the bush ; and he looked and behold the bush 
huriw(f lyith fire, and thehvah was r/ot consumed." 
TAe bandag^e is then removed from the eyes of the 
cHndffhitc, and ho sees d repreBeDtaliot} similar to 
//'/^^ p/j Crosif's Chart) When I saw it a bugh was 
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prepared, so that it wag made to blaze up, without 
burning the bush. A pei.son who is made to repre- 
sent the Deity, stepped behin«l the bush, and called 
out " Moses, Moses." The conductor of the can- 
didate answers "' Here am L" The person behind • 
the bush, says, " draw not nigh' hither: put off 
thy shoes from off thy feet, [the candidate's shoes 
are here taken offj for the place whereon thou 
standestis holy ground. I am the God of thy fa- 
thers, the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and 
the God of Jacob." The bandage is then put over 
the eyes ofthe candidate, and the person says, "And 
Moses hid his face, for he wad afraid to loolc upon 
God." 

[Mr. Hazard here turned to Allyn's Ritual, p. 
148, and read a part of the description of this cere- 
mony. Witness said he believed it was accurately 
described in that book. Mr. Haile had not written 
down any of this description. Mr, Hallett requesr 
ted that it might be made a part of the deposition* 
He said, we consider it as a blasphembus exhibition 
degrading the character of the Deity, and therefore 
wish it may be known to the General Assembly 
tbat Masonic bodies are guilty of such practices.] 

Mr. Hazard. Very well ; but is there any way 
WB can get it before the General Assembly. We 
can't make these books a part of the deposition ? ip 
was replied that the books could easily be referred 
to, and could be*produced Jn the Assembly, if ne- 
cessary. 

Mr. Hazard. Are these emblems in the Mason- 
ic Chart of Cross, correctly explained in Allyn'g 
Ritual ? The witness examined both, and said they 
appeared to him to be siibstr.ntially a delineation artd 
explanation of th^ ceremony he had witnessed, as 
described in Chart, p. 33, and Allyn p. 148. I witr 
nessed the exhibition in St. John a Chapter, Provi- 
dence, as described in Allyn, when I was admitted 
to the Royal Arch degree, except being requested 
^ to kneel, which I do not recollect. The other parts 
I do recollect. 

Mr. Simmens. How long did you continue a 
member of a Lodge or Chapter? 

Witnces. 1 am unable to say how long 1 wa^ 
considered as a Mason. I believe about two years. 

Mr. Hazard here observed, that this was an inves- 
tigation instituted for the information of the Gen- 
eral Assembly. It was important to understand 
the circumstances and feelings under which the 
witnesses testified,- and the committee were bound 
to inquire into these facts. He had ^prepared some 
questions, himself, with this view, and ihe rest of 
the committee could prepare what they pleased. — 
He then proceeded to read the following inierro- 
ffatories. 

L Before the several oaths were administered to 
you, did you take all the means in you power to 
ascertain whether an oath would be administered, 
and what you would be required to swear to ? 

I made no inquiries into the nature of the oathsi, 
nor did } understand J could be permitted to do so. 
The Master of the Lodge said they would not in- 
terfere with my religion or politics. The oaths in 
the three first degrees were administered to me in 
one night. I had no understanding in regard to the 
oaths, at the time they were adpninistered. 

.Vr. Hazard. Did you not know that an oath 
would be administered ? 

Witness. It did not occur to me before I was in- 
roduced to the I'Odge, whether an oath would bn 
required. I t^ay this in reference to the first degree. 
1 afterwards inferred thatafi oathyvouldbe adminis- 
tered in all subsequent degrees. 

2d. Interrogatory. When taking the oaths did 
you striptly attend to them, and endeavor tocorapre- 
hend their meaning, and what were the obligations 
you were subjecting yourself to •* 

Witness. I did, as fully as the circumstancec un: 



der which tbe^ v/eio administered would admit. — 
It requived an ©ffotl, «\V.\]i^\.e<JL ?k.% \ N«i^> ^ "J^^^^V 
ll:^«in allet tUe M.tisXet. . \- 
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Sd. Interrogatory. Did yo« at the time when 
vou had taken the oaths, think you understood 
Ihem? Did you immediately maiie any inquiry to 
learn how they were understood ? 

Witness. \ did not suppose that I understood the 
oaths. I did not at that time for this reason, that I 
had no [Mr. Hazard—let hi ra get that down] that I 
had no opportunity for reflection, and was sensible 
it wou^d take considerable time to render the oaths 
familiar. When I left the Lodge I did not immedi- 
ately reflect much on the meaning of the oaths I 
had taken. 

Mr. Hazard. Had you any doubts, and did you 
make any inquiry .' 

Witness. I bad some doubts, and I conversed 
with a Master Mason relative to some clauses in 
the oath. 1 took it for gVanted, without understand- 
ing the oaths, that they must be harmless. 

Mr. Hazard. How ? From the fact that men 
of principle had taken them before me and from the 
aMurance ot the Master that it would not interfere 
>rith my religion or politics, and I did not turn my 
'Attention to them particularly for some months af- 
ter. 

Mr. Hazard. On what particular account did 
you do so .•* 

fVUnesa. Th? circumstances that led me ^nore 
particularly to examine t^e subject were theintelli^ 
gonce received from the West respecting the Mor- 
gan outrage, and the disclosures at Le Roy of se- 
ceding Masons, at the meeting held there in the 
pummer of 1828 [July 4th and 5th, 1828.] 

Mr. Hazard. Upon having then recpnsidered 
ihe oaths, did you immediately announce to the 
Lodu^o that you were dissatisfied and should secede? 
fVitnass. I did not. I proceeded to examine 
the subject, but did not announce my intention till 
1829, when I delivered an address on the subject.— 
1 had some scruples m regard lo the oaths, before I 
was aware they were so exceptionable, but did not 
communicate my views, until I proceeded thorough- 
ly to examine them. 1 then staled to the Lodcre 
the principal reasons I had at that time in my mind, 
why I wishsd to withdraw. 

M Interrogatory. Did you reflect after taking 
each o^th upon the nature and extent and brce of 
it, and if you had any objections, did you state 
jtriiose objections to the Lodge ? 

irUncss. That question "^I have already answer- 
ed. Mr. Hazard assented. 

5th Interrogatory. Was it your understanding 
when you took the oaths, that thereby ,as far as was 
in your power, you gave jurisdiction to the Lodge, 
to execute upon you the penalties,or to take your life 
in the manner described in the penalties, and did 
you consider that you shared in the same power and 
jurisdiction with the Lodge, oyer others ? 

IVUness. Wiien I took ^the oaths I did not so 
consider them, for as I have before stated, I bad no 
opportunity to form a correct conclusion, but when 
1 took the subject seriously into consideration, I 
^rtamly came to that conclusion. 

Mr. Hazard. But did you when you took the 
oath consider you gave jurisdiction to Hhe Lod«re 
over your life ? 

Witness. I say no, in the form the question is 
put to me. The circumstances under which the 
oaths are given, render it impossible to understand 
them at the time, but when I came to give my at- 
tention to a consideration of the oatiis, I received 
that impression of their import. 

Mr. Hazard. You have said that no man can 
understand the oath when:he takes it. 1 should 
think sojtoo. 

A-f''\^^^^^' ^ understand Mr. Thacher to say he 
did not then consider when he took the oath, that 
he gave jurisdiciion to the Lod-e to inflict the pen- 

,ilr. Ilcuard. And because it '.v^s not yutil mm^\ t^m Vo do^Wx, V>^ Yvt.1 m^xXvv^ (i^t.^x^.^^V^V'^v-^^^^^^ 



time after, he gave attention to the import of th« 
oaths as expressed. 

Witness. That is correct, as I have before stat- 
)ed. The circumstances under which the oaths are 
administered, render it impossible for the candidate 
to take the real sense of them without forther re- 
flection. ' 

6tk Interrogatory. What do you consider the 
secrets or mysteries of Masonry to be ? Do you 
know of any others than those disclosed in Bernard 
and Allyn ? 

Witness. I consider that ihose. works contain all 
the secrets to the 7th degree inclusive, so far as t 
was instructed. 1 know of no others that at e called 
Masonic secrets. 

7th Interrogatory. Are the Constitutions and 
By-Laws of Lodges printed and published ? 

Witness. The Book of Constitutions so called 
is published. There is also a Charter which each 
Lodge holds from the Grand Lodge, and each 
Chapter from the Grand Chapter. I never saw 
them published. The Charter in St. Alban's 
Lodge is engrossed on parchment, and the By- 
Laws are in writing, and were read at stated times 
I know of no other By-laws in any other Lodge. 

JIfr. Hazard. When you were initiated her«, 
did you not sign the By-laws ? 

Witness. I do not recollect writing my name. 

&th Interrogatory. Do you know of any other 
oath or obligation up to the 7th degree, except those 
you have specified ? 

Witness. I know of none. 

9th Interrogatory. Did you understand the oat ha 
you had taken were in conflict with your civil and 
religious duties .' 

Witness. That question I have answered before. 

Mr. Hazard. You say in your address to the 
Grdnd Lodge of Rhode Island, »' that you had 4 
conversation, just before you joined the Lodge, 
with an intelligent Mason in Providence, concern- 
ing reports from the West, who assured you that it 
was nothing but a political mancsuvre, and that 
there was nothing of Masonry in Morgan's Illustra- 
tions." Who was that gentleman ? 

Witness. Is it necessary for me to answer that 
question ? . 

Mr. Hazard. It is. 

Witness. My only objection arises from personal 
feeling. 

Mr. Hazard. There need be none. You are 
called upon under your oath. 

Mr. Moses Richardson, who was standing near 
the table, said, There is none on my part. 

Witness. I had that conversation with Major 
Moses Richardson, my uncle, who stands before 
me, and from whom I received those assurances 
and was perfectly satisfied with them at the time. 
[It should here be observed, that the remark made 
by Mr. Richardson, before the name of the individ- 
ual with whom Mr. Thacher held the conversation 
had been mentioned by any one, furnishes conclu- 
sive evidence that Mr. Richardson knew of that 
conversation, and anticipated that Mr. Thacher 
would name him.] 

Mr. Hazard. You also say in that address tha^ 
on coming out of the Lodge, you expressed your 
surprise to some one that you'had received three 
degrees in one night, and that he replied you could 
not have got off very well without. Said they did not 
formerly give but one in an evening, but since the 
Morgan book came out, the Grand Lodge ^lad issu- 
ed a dispensation to all its subordinate Lodges, that 
they Should not confer the first degree, without the 
second and third the same evening. Who was that 
person ? 

Witness. My cousin Wm. E. Cutting, oC P^^-'^- 
idence. ' 
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paid 00 more tfian the life he had forfeited by the 
infraction of his Masonic vows." All men must 
consider that you should not hare made bo heavy a 
charge as this» of a justification of murder by your 
fellow citizens unless you were fully warranted in 
it. It i^ a very important pharge. 

Witness. I stated that, 'as one of the considera- 
tions which brought me to the conclusion tliatit was 
a principle in Masonry that the violator of Masonic 
oaths ought to suffer death. I ftated it from what 
1 had heard from others, and believed, as I consid- 
ered, on sufficient authority. . I did not say I had 
heard it myself. 

^Mr. Hazard, You made that assertion then on 
information from others, upon whom you thought 
you could depend ? 

Witness. I stated it on the ground I should any 
other historical fact I believed. 

Mr, Hazard. Who were these persons from 
whom you derived this information ? 

Witness. Mr. Warren, a clergyman of Plymouth, 

Mass. told me he had heard the High Priest of a 

> Chapter express an opinion that Morgan had met 

his deserved fate. He did not give the name of the 

Hia^h Priest. 

Mr, Haile Was Mr. VVarre^a Mason, or a se- 
cede r ? 

Witness. He said he was a Mason. I never sat 
in a Lodge with him. He is now a seceding Ma- 
son. He was not so considered at the time he told 
me this fact. I had no knowledge of his being a 
seceder at that time. 

Mr, Hazard. Do you recollect any other per- 
son ? 

Witness, I have heard it spoken of by others, 
whose names do not now occur to me, and I have 
seen evidence of such opinions having been 
avowed by Masons, sufficient to satisfy my mind. 

Mr. Hazard, Had you reference to what this Mr. 
Warren had said, in your address ? > 

Witness, I had, and also to publications from 
^he West, and other statements in newspapers, that 
j^asons had made use of similar expressions. 

I2th Jnterrogatory by Mr, Hazard, In your Ad** 
(dress to the Grand XiOdge of K. I. you state a oon- 
Tersation with a Mr. Sayles respecting the alleged 
murder of a man who illegally made a Mason^ some 
years ago, in or near Providence. The conversa- 
tion alluded to is stated in Mr. Thacher*s address, 
thus:^ 

In the 9timmer or autumn of 1828, a Mr. 
Sayles, a gentleoHin of high standing in the masonic 
fraternity, who is considered what is technically 
called a <bright mason,' riding with me on my er- 
turn from St. Alban's lodge in Wrentham, related, 
substantially, the following circumstances : — A 
member of the masonic institution,some years since, 
whom I will call A> B., and \yho lived in one of the 
back towns of Rhode Island, took C D. and made 
him a mason, as the masons would say, "iliegally;'* 
giving him such instructions that he "worked him- 
self into a lodge." C. D. retained this illegal stand- 
ing for some time, and rendered himself so familiar 
with the 'work,* that he obtained sn office, I think 
that of junior or senior warden. By and bye, how- 
ever, it 'leaked out' that C. D. had been made a 
mason illegally, and by whom ; when the lodge 
'made him over again,' and he was suffered to re- 
tain his standing with the fraternity. Soon afler 
this, A. B. who had thus violated his masonic obli> 
gations, happened to be in Providence at the time 
the grand lodge was in session, which summoned 
him to appear before them. A. B. obeyed the sum- 
mon, and was by the grand lodge *put out of the 
way,' so secretly, that his friends thought he had 
absconded, and this was the general report. The 
manner in which this last act was conducted, I un- 
derstood Mr. Sayles to be this ; The grand lodge 
uppointed certain resolute masons to act as execu • 
tionors, who inflicted upon A. B. tbe penalty of his 
clfl/ff9tioij, Qad consigned his body down the river. 



The narrator of these circurastannesl expressed hii 
regret that the 'Morgan affair' had not beeji con- 
ducted as secretly^ and thereby prevented all this 
noise and commotion. 

Mr. Hazard inquired if this was correct? 

Witness. The conversation was in substance as 
there stated. I related it, not as any thing I knew 
myself, but as a conversation I heard. I stated it 
deliberately to the best of my recollection. 

13th Interrogatory, You say you have seen 
Caleb Sayles' address, purporting to be a denial of 
your statement, in some material particulars. Did 
you address Mr. Sayles on this subject, or have any 
explanatldn with him. 

Vfitness. I never addressed Mr. Sayles on this 
subject, except through the medium of the press. 

Mr. Hazard. You say that Mr. Sayles com- 
municated this circumstance^ to other persons be- 
sides yourself *, did you >ever have any conversation 
with those persons ? 

Witness. 1 did not confer with them, after Mr. 
Sayles came out with his reply. I conversed with 
them sometime before. One of them is a Physician, 
Dr. Wml W. Pride, and has removed to Gibson, 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Hazard. Well, wherever he is, we will have 
that man's deposition. 

y/itness. Rev. Luther Wright was the other 
I particularly referred to. He now resides in Hol- 
liston, Mass. 

Mr, Hazard, Were these persons Masons ? 

Witness. Yes, 

Mr. Hazard, At what time did you converss 
with them ? 

Witness, The donversation with Dr. Pride wss 
in the Summer or Autumn of 1828, and with tho 
others subsequently. 

. lAth Interrogatory. Did you immediately alter 
your conversation with Sayles, communicate what 
you had heard him say to the Grand Lodge , and 
did you make any enquiries of them, in relation to 
this transaction r 

Witness, I did not. I do not know that I was 
acqu^'ainted with any member of the Grand Lodge, 
except Moses Richardson. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you place any reliance on the 
account Sayles had given you ? 

Vfitiiess. I did. 

Mr. Hazard. How long did you continue a 
Mason after this ? 

Vfitness, Perhaps four or five months afler. I 
dissolved my connexion with the Institution pub- 
licly in May. I am unable to state tbe precise time 
of the conversation with Mr. Sayles. 

Xbtk Interrogatory, You have stated that the 
Royal Arch Oath taken by you, did not contain the 
exception in the clause as given in the Master Ma•^ 
son's oath, requiring you to keep the secret of a 
brother, murder and treason excepted, and that at 
your election. This exception being omitted in the 
Royal Arch oath, did you construe it you were to 
keep all secrets, including murder and treason ?— . 
Did you of course construe that oath that you ha|i 
not the privilege of any exception ^ 

Witness, That was my impression and inference 
when I came to consider the oath. Ai the time of 
taking it, I ha^I no distinct understanding or opinion. 
There were several circumstances thaUled me to 
an examination. One was that it was stated to me 
by a Royal Arch Mason, that the oath was adminis- 
tered to him as it is given in the disclosures by the 
Le Roy Convention, murder and treason not ex- 
cepted. I was satisfied I had not taken it in that 
language, but on subsequent examination I con 
sidered that the oath as I had taken it, required the 
concealment of murder nnd treason. 

Witness here objected to the language Mr. Haile 
(the Scribe of the Committee) had used iu putting 
down his answers. Mr. H. then wrote it over 
again in lV\\s Coim. kS. V\\^ Urae the oath was ad- 
mvuifileiQd lo uve \Vv^<\ wa ^\«X\\v^x \vcv^\^^w»Liv« 
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©pinion, but on Btibsequtnt examittation 1 supposed t a little rather not go inte this subject, lest I micht 



that tlie literal expression of the oath required the 
concealment of murder and treason 

Witness, The word construction would bo pre- 
ferable to expression. Mr. Haile then added it so as 
to read expression and construction. 

[This and similar occurrences are noted, to show 
the difficulty the witnesses against Masonry found 
in having their answers put down in their own lan- 
guage.] 

IwA Interrogatory. Were you called before an 
Ecclesiastical Council on account of excluding Ma- 
sons from your Church ? 

Witness, I never was called before an Ecclesi- 
astical Council on that or any other account. 

Mr. Hazard. I ask did yon exclude some of your 
Society from your communion, who were masons ? 
Witness. No Sir, I had no power to exclude. A 
dissatisfaction arose in the Church. The oSender 
was a mason. The Masonic part of the Church 
favored him, or joined with him. It was a matter 
of Church discipline, but I have no objection to 
■tating the particulars if it is desired. 

Mr. Hazard, Every thing that goes to show the 
feelings under which the witness testifies is impor- 
tant The inquiry is made without intending any 
impeachment of your conduct. 

Witness, The circumstances alluded to was a 
case of Church discipline. A member of the 
Church, who was a Mason, was dealt with and tri- 
ed before the Church upon three charges. They 
were not brought by me, but (by a brother in the 
Church. 

Mr, Hazard, What were they. 
Witness. One w&s for abuse of me in my family. 
It related to Masonry, and was abuse of me on that 
account, in the presence of my family. 

Mr. Hazard, What wrre the other two charges ? 
Witness. One was for assisting in preparing and 
publishing a report of St. Albaiii's Lodge, which 
was considered slanderous. The other was for be- 
coming angry in Church meeting, and uttering 
there improper and contemptuous language. 

Mr. Hazard. That was actually a Church trial 
of strength between JB^asons and Antimasons. — 
What was the result ? 

Witness. He was tried and found guilty by 
a small majority of the Church, on two of the char- 
sres, and to the other he plead guilty. I would state 
here, that if it is necessary for the Committee to 
go into a case of Church discipline in my Church, 
there is a pamphlet published, which contains a full 
statement of the traosactioa. 

Mr. Hazard, We have nothing to do with your 
Church discipline. My object is to ascertain wheth- 
er there has been a Masonic quarrel in your Church, 
that would have an effect upon the feelings under 
which the witness would testify. 

Witness.- The offence related to Masonry, but 
the same offences, in reference to any other matter, 
would have been examined. 

Mr. Hazard. I don't pretend to judge which 
party was right. ^Whether your party was right or 
not, it may ^ave* impressed you with feelings that 
may have some bearing at this time- 

"Witness, The Church of which I am pastor have 
published the proceedings in this case in full, which 
the committee can examine, if they plisase. 

Mr. Hazard, What took place afler he was 
found guilty ? 
^ Witness. He requested an Ecclesiastical Coun. 
** He was not- excommunicated, but required to 



do the Church an injury by not stating (he inattor 
correctly. ' 

[The witness alluded tb a pamphlet which had 
been handed to Mr. Hazard, by Moses Richardson^ 
a mason, at whose suggestion Mr. Hazard appe&red 
to have gone 4nto this examination of. matters of 
Church discipline.] 

Mr. Hazard. Well, let us know the result. 

Witness, The result was, that he was required 
by the Council to make an apology, with which the 
Church could not be satisfied, and they regarded it 
as virtually an acquittal. U' the committee will 



cil. 



make an apology ; he had plead guilty to the charge 
of becoming angry and using improper language in 
Church meeting. The Church, however, complied 
with his demand for an Ecclesiastical Council. 

Mr. Hazard. What was the result. 

WitTuss. It would take half an hour to state it 
fully. Both parties have published their account of 



listen to it, I am perfectly willing to go over thie 
whole case, though it relates exclusively to a mat- 
ter of Church discipline. The only objection 1 have 
to stating it in this form is, that unless the whole 
ground is gone over, it may leave a wroug impres-* 
sion. 

Mr. Simmons inquired if all this controversy was 
published on both sides ^ 

Witness. Tes, but I perceive you have nothing 
there on our side. [Referring to Mr. Hazard • 
pamphlets.] 

Mr. Hazard, Will you furnish me with it ? 

Witness^ I will with all my heart, when I get 
home. 

Mr. Hazard. Did this lead to a division in th« 
Church between Masons and Antimasons ? 

Witness. Those who went with me, were none 
of them Masons. Those that went with the meo> 
ber were part Masons and part not. 

[In the course of this examination, there was s 
pretty clear indication of disapprobation fi'om the 
spectators, at this inquiry into a matter of Church 
discipline. Mr. Hazard saw it, and said]— Now Mr^ 
Thacher, as to this, I did iio( intend to go at all inta 
the subject. There shall be no use made of the^ 
trial by the Committee, 1 assure you, to prejudice 
you or your Church in any way ; but I should be 
obliged to you if you will furnish rae with tli» 
statement on your side. 

VfitJtess. I will, sir, with pleasure. 

Mr. Hazard here haid some conversation with the* 
rest of the Committee. He then said, that he was* 
willing for one, to strike out of the deposition allf 
that part relating to this affair in the Church. The' 
Witness said he had no objection to its being eiiher 
retained or stricken out. Mr. Hazard then directed' 
Mr. Haile to erase* all from and after the I6th Inter' 
rogatory. 

[A few days afler the examioatiouy Mr. Thacher 
forwarded to a friend, the pamphlet referred to by 
Mr. Hazard, and it was placed in his hands. A ref^ 
erenee to Mr. Hazard's report, will show the very 
special pains he took to procure every thing ho* 
could, connected with Mr. Thacher,in his private or 
ministerial relations, in order, if possible, to dis-- 
credit his testimony against Masonry. Mr. Hazard 
after the examination, avowed his hostility to Mr. 
Thacher, and his determination to serve him upi» 
his report, though professing great candor and re- 
spect, while he was before the Committee. A very 
considerable porlidta' of that report, as presented ta 
the General Assembly, was dbvoted to a personal 
attack upon Mr. Thacher. These facts are not un- 
important in forming a fair opinion of the proceed' 
ingsof the Committee^ especially the Chairman.] 

17th Interrogatory. Before you made your ad- 
dress to the Church, and communicated your in- 
tention to secede from Masonryt, had it been inti- 
mated to you that it was expected of you to secede ? 
Witness. No, sir, I did it of my own accord. — 
The members of the Church did not intimate to roe 
that they expected or wished me to secede, nor was 
it intimated or expected, to my knowledge. 

Mr. Hazard. You are desirous of ^wlw^ ^^ 



oaths accuratel'^ ^ iwiCc \v^\^ \^ ^w^ v«!^\ ^^^!^ ^^;^ 



the proceedin|rs. The committee, I presume have\ 8weaT,l\vaX*\l i^ti^j v^\\. liV ^"^ ^^'^^^'^'^S^^w^-*^ 
poe oa the other Bide. U ii i»nat mjUerial, I should \ V» \iv\a lvm«,\ >N\\\\iftVi\JR^«i^^^^»«^^^^ 
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iaformed. 

Witness, t have no recollectiOa of that clause in 
the oath administered to me^ 

M?. Moses Richardson, [who has held some of 
the highest Masonic offices in Rhode Island, and 
was a delegate from that Grand Chapter to the Gon- 
«ral Grand Chapter which assembled in New York 
in 1826, just about the time of iMorgai/s abduction,] 
here addressed the Committee verbally, and said 
that as his namd had been mentioned by the wit- 
ness, ho asked the liberty to ask him a few ques- 
tions, without writing them. 

Mr. Hazard. Our rule has been that if any 
citizen has questions to ask, he should do it in writ- 
ing. Mr. Richardson considers his case different, 
as he has been personally alluded to. 1 have no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. Haiie. I have none. 

Mr. Hazard f to the Witness. Did Mr. Sayles 
mention the name of the person who made a mason 
illegally io one of the back towns in Rhode Island ? 

\^itness. He did not. 

Mr. Hazard directed Mr. Haile to go back and 
put that answer in its proper place. 

Mr. Moses Richardson here commenced asking a 
question, relative to the number of times witness 
had stated his conversation with Sayles. 

Mr. Hazard interrupted him. He considered it 
improper, for a bystander to put a question verbally. 
The witness had referred to many persons, and if 
they were admitted to come and question the wit- 
ness, they would take the examination out of the 
hands of the Committee. He was perfectly willing 
on his own part, but there was a propriety which 
must be observed. If Mr. Richardson wishes to 
state any thing, he can become a witness, orpresent 
it in writing. 

Mr. Richardson said he submitted, but he de- 
clining reducing his questions to writing. Mr. Haz- 
ard said if Mr. Richardson would suggest to the 
Committee any relevant question, he would put it. 
Some side conversation here passed between Mr. 
H. & Mr. R. ' 

Mr. tiazard. Mr. Richardson wishes that you 
may be asked whether you have stated the conver- 
sation of Sayles with you, in print, on any other 
occasion than your address to the Grand Lodge.'' 

Witness* Yes. It is mentioned in a note in my 
renunciation. 

Mr. Hazard. Have you related your aforesaid 
oonversation with Mr. Sayles, in any other publica- 
tion, and in what? 

Witness. I made it in my address to my congre- 

fation. It was contained in a note to that address, 
t was also published in the proceedings of the An- 
timasonic Convention at Philadelphia. That state- 
ment did not pass under my examination before it 
was published. I made the statement verbally in 
the Conventien. 

[Mr. William W kinson (Mason) here made 
some remark to Mr. Hazard which was not heard. 
Mr, Hazard replied, that will show for itself. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you makd that statement at an' 
Antimasonic Convention in Providence, in May 
1830. • 

Witness, I haye no recollection of it. Do not 
think 1 did. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you make it at a Convention 
• in Bosfon.'' 

Witness. Did not recollect that he did. He 
had gone over so much ground in this examination, 
it was possible he might not be able to' recollect 
whether he had or had not so stated.' 

^ Mr. Hazard said it was not material. Not of any 
consequence. [It being now 10 o'clock in the 
evening. Mt. Hazard inquired if no other gen- 
tleman of the Cemmittee wished to ask any more 
questions. Ml". Simmons asked if witness had seen 
t}^0 Royal Arch degree administered to others. — 
f^Jtness replied he hdd not, except so far as ho had 
^ea Jt ffjvcn- to'tbe p9tsoR8 who took it with hinra. 



^Tr. Hazard handed the paper Mr. Haile had 
written on, to Mr. Thacher and requested him to 
sign it. Witness said he did not precisely know 
what the paper contained. Mr. Hazard told him he 
must sign it, or they should'consider it very extra- 
ordinary, fie asked if it was not satisfactory ? 

Witness replied he did not know but that it was, 
but he was so' much exhausted with an examina- 
tion of twelve hours,that he did not feel entire confi- 
dence in his powers to discriminate,whethei* the evi- 
dence was taken down correctly or not. He should 
prefer having an opportunity to examine it. Mr. 
Hazard insisted upon his signing it, and used lan- 
guage of intimidation toward witness, giving him 
to understand it would be considered a contempt of 
the Committee if he did not sign it, and he would 
be treated accordingly. Mr. Thacher replied that 
he certainly should not sign it, unless he heard it 
read in connexion. Mr. Hazard said it iiad besn 
read sudiciently: 

Mr. Hallett here said that the Witness ought not 
to be pressed on this point. It was apparent to 
every one that in many instances Mr. Haile bad not 
taken down the answers of the witness in his own 
language, nor in his meaningfully. It would bo 
very extraordinary to press a man to sign a 
paper he did not know the contents of, under such 
circumstances. Mr. Hazard said be did not thank' 
Mr. Hallett for his interference. The Committee 
understood their duty. Mr. Thacher said he was 
obliged to Mr. Hallett for the suggestion, and felt 
that he ought to be protected against signing the 
paper, in ignorance of its contents. He certain- 
ly should not sign it so. Mr. Hazard said very 
well. The Cointnittee ilVould put a proper con- 
struction upon such a refusal. He then asked 
the witness if he would hear the testimony read 
all through, and then sign it.^ Witness replied that 
his mind was not in a proper state lor such a task, 
but he would listen to it as well as he coiild. Mr. 
Haile then proceeded to read the testimony he' 
had taken down. It was found to be incorrectly 
stated in many very essential particulars, which 
were generally corrected, though in very many 
instances the witness could not succeed in having 
his own ideas expressed in his own words. The 
reading was not finished until after twelve o'clock at 
night. Mr. Thacher then put his name to the pa- 
per, with a written reservation, that it contained 
the substance of his statement, to the best of his 
knowledge and belief. 

Comments. — [This attempt to force Mr. Thach- 
er into a heedless signature of a statement drawn 
up in this manner, was obviously made by the Chair- 
man with a view to involve the witness in some 
contradiction, which might furnish him with materi- 
als for discrediting this witness, as he afterwards 
labored hard to do, in his report, A candid exami- 
nation of Mr.Thacher's testimony as it is here pre- 
sented almost verbatim, is invited. It is believed 
that on looking it through, it will be found that few 
witnesses have ever sustained so long and close au 
examination, with more uniform accuracy and con- 
sistency. At the close of the examination Mr. 
Thacher was excused by the Committee from fur- 
ther attendance, for which act of courtesy ha 
thanked th6m. 

The next day, after Mr. Thacher had left the 
State and returned to his residence, some Masons 
wei'e busy in circulating an infamous handbill, 
assailing his character, which had been published 
some time before in Massachusetts. They took this 
Masonic method to discredit the witness, not daring 
to attempt to touch his character while he was un- 
der examination. The disposition uniformly evinced 
by Masons, to traduce tlie character of Mr Thacher, 
and their declining to bring any testimony to dis- 
credit hira, which they had full opportunity to do, 
while he was under examination as a wilntss, fur- 
nish conclusive pxoof l<Av\t his enemies have no 
'groun<i« ?or X\\e\r Bls^vitsv^v.%' \^>cv\<iV VKn^:^. -^-s.^^ v«i^j*^ 
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by ie|{til inVeitigatidn. Another altempt was made TTha Committee 4iav« no objectioir, but jo'u tt i 
to discredit Mr. Thatcher's testimonvt by declaringr be asked if all the previous ceremonies are corrccti 
in Masonic newspapers and elsewhere, that bo had 



^ stated a great many things' in his speeches and 
writings on Masonry which he did not dare to swear 
to under oath. The. reason is obvious. In his 
speeches and writings Mr. Thacher had nised facts 
which he believed sufficiently proved by others, 
as he had a perfect right to do; but* when -under 
oatb, he was bound to assert nothing that was not 
within his own personal l(now ledge. The~care and 
caution with which'he confined himself to this rule, 
in his examination, will give to any candid man, an 
additional confidence in the truth of his declara- 
tions. 

Another attempt to evade the force *of Mr.Tftiith 
era's testimotiy, was made by representing in the 
JMaaonic paper at Providence, that he had really 
stated nothing against Masonry, in hia examination. 
The reflection wilT readily occur, that if Mr. 
Tliacher had really testified to nothing against Ma- 
sonry, lor what reason has he been so severely villi- 
fied by Masons for stating wheii not under oath^ the 
very saine £&ct8 toucliin^ Masonic oaths and princi- 
ples which he swore lo m this examination ? 

TESTIMONY OF REV. LKVI CHASE. 

Thursday morning, Dec. 8.^The Inyestigating 
Committee met at 9 o'clock: Present the sam^ as 
yesterday.^ The second witness, 

Levi C/utaey was called, and sworn to tell the 
whele trulh. In answer to generaf interrogatories, 
says^ — 

1 reside at Fall River,town of Troy, (Mass.) am 
•by trade a mechinist, now the operator of a mill — 
a manufacturer. Am an ordained ratnipter of the 
Gospel. I have been a Masoft, but am- hot pow. — 
Have taken the sin first degrees. T was a Most Ex- 
cellent Master. I was made a mason in Manchester 
Lodge, in Coventry, R. 1. in the year 1816 : 1 think 
in December, or first of ISKJ. I tookthree degrees 
. in that J^dget-^ll that Lodge was authorized to 
confer. The other three i received in Warren, at 
the Royal Arch Chapter, in the fore part of the 
year 1882. I was never made a member of a 
Chapter. I continued a Mason up to'182S, in the 
lall, I think, when I publicly seceded^ There was 
an obligation administered to me at the time of tak- 
ina each of tho^s^e' degrees. I could not repeat the 
obligatwns verbatim. I could the penalties. 1 couH 
wriCe the oaths out, on reflection. . • 

(Mr.Simmons read the Entered Apprentices' oath 
, from Bernard's Light on Masonry) page 20. 

Witnegs. That is correct as administered to me 
by John Greene, Agent of Warwick Manufacturing 
Company, in Warwick^whowasat that time Wor- 
'shipful Master of the Lodge. 

Mr. Simmons then read the Fellow CraA's oath, 
from Bernard, pag^s 44 and 45. * 

Witness. It agrees with the oath I took— except 
I was not to wrong a Brbther one cent^ (not two) 
dispersed (not disposed) over the globe, and so 
help me God — (not keep). Otherwise it is substan- 
tially the sane. The words "square oranjle of my 
work," I am confident were not administered to me. 
^r. HtizAPd: Keep instead of help ; thatwmrpst 
be a typographical error. 

Jtfr. Simmons than read the Master Mason's oa^i 
from Bernard, page 61. , 

Mr. Simmons. Was any explanation given? 

Witness. Ne explanatknl or intimation was given, 
untiM w^s brought and placed in a proper situation 
to ieceiv« the oatb: I had no knowledge till then, 
that an oath'was 'administered in the Lodge. 1 was 
first prepared by being stripped of my apparel. 

Mr, Simmons here suggested that that part of the 
coremonywas immaterial. 

Witness. With the permision of. the Committee 
I will give it in my own way. My apparel beittg 
taken off,*- 
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rcctly 
stated in^Bernard, which will embrace your whele' 
answer. 

[JS'ole. The Resign of this ingenious suffgestioh' 
was apparent. It. would obviate giving a detail of' 
the degrading ceremony in the deposition, which it 
was then expected would be openly read before' 
the General Assembly. The 'reference to the cer- 
emonies in Bernard virould jiot be understood, be- 
cause not one ip fifty ot thd members had evei* 
seen that book.]' 

Witness. \ was placed in a very curious position 
to receive the oath and should like to explain it^ a^ 
a reason w.hy I took it, and others after it, without 
proper leflection. ,. . ^ 

Mr. Hazard, Is not the'whold of this contained 
in Bernard's Light on Masonry ?' 

Witness. I do not know bat it is just as 1 received ii. 
In the first place I waa intormed" that it was noces^ 
sary 1 should be prepared. I was prepared by beings' 
divested of my apparel except my shirt, and a pair' . 
of drawers provided and put on. I was then hood- 
winked by a bandage across my eyes, ia cable tow' 
or rope- rojund ipy neck, -and — 
JIfr. Hazard. I should be aihamxi> to ac»'- 

K90WXEDOE THAT ! , > 

t . ■ 

Witness. I am willing to confess how degraded^ 
a situation I was placed in to receive the oath, and 
you must reinember l am sWom by you, to teirthe 
whole truth. My shirt was stripped off my left arm, 
and my lefl breast' naked, t^rand Master Cook, 
and Past High Priest Wilkinson, who were sitting at; 
the table,gave indi<;ations of great uneasiness here.] 
In this situation I was led into the Lodge Room, 
and made to. kAcel, *at the altar, on my naked left 
knee, my hands claspinsr the bible. Then I was in- 
formed by the Worshjpiul Master, that I was placed 
ih a'propersltuation to receive the oath or obligation, 
which he informed tue was not to infringe upon my ,• 
religious nof polttical sentiments, lie asked me if' 
I was Willing to receive it on that condition. My 
answer was, that I was. Then he ordered me to 
repeat my own name, Levi Chase, and rfeoeat after* 
him thie oath that has been read to me^ A* similar' 
a^siirance was given before each ' of the three 
first degrees he conferred on me, only the phraseof- 
ogy may be a litde difierent. He would assure me' . 
as before, &c. 

Mr. Thomas Riverst here said it was very easy ; 
for the witness to leani the bath'or write it oat of 
Bernard. 

WUness. I never saw Bernard's Light on Mason- 
ry, until last Friday (six. days before) when it was' 
handed me by Mr. Shove. I wrote out the oath 
long before I ever saw Bernard's, as it is given in^ 
my Address t6 the Grand Lodge of Rhode Island., • 
published ii) June 1831; I could not therefore have 
written it/rom Bernard, as you say. 

Mw. HaiU, Is that sabstadtially the oiath you 
took? 

Witness. It is,exceptin|r two variations. Murder 
and treason 'excepted, and thev left to my own free 
will and choice, was the way 1 took' It. 

JIfr. Hazard. It is immaterial whether it is elec^ 
tion, or free will and cfaoiee. Thd* meaniog is the 
same. * 

Mr. Rifnrs, said be wished * tu' explain. He 
did not mean to intimate, that the witnpss^ had 
taken the oath wholly fronr Bernard, but he (Wit-* 
ness) said that he coukl not remember the oatha,and 
be inferred tlie witness had written lliem f.rom Ber** 
nardi 

Mr. HaUeti remarked that witness said he coold 
xiot repeat i\i9 xMXhs verl>atim at once, but could 
write them out, on reflection. 

Mr. F.azard said this interference was improper. 

Mr. Halletl te^U^d \.\a»\Vi^ ^>% v^-w^sR'^^W- 
Mr. Hazard. I wbuM suggest to the witness lV\at\\t Mt.^\v?inN«*a^«tBC\v\it^V«*'av^^«^^^ 
it is not necessary for him to ralate the cer«toonV.\a«aiua\. \X\^ mXxAa^^X^Va.^^'tv^vv*^'^^^^^ 
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WHness. The worJa "and the? !«ft at my own , When yon first replied Jeiua Chrief , was It your 

lection*' mttead of *«at my intention to esdnde God and the Holy Spiiu? 



Iree will and choice, or election 
,own election," were used In the oath I took. Then 
as to the penalty— •*ii»«re I to prove" enlUy, instead, 
of "ercr to prove** gnUty. l recellect distinctly 
reeeiving the words "if any part of my obUgation is 
omitted at ttiif time, I piomise to hold myself amen- 
able thereto whenever informed.*' 

Jtfr. Simnutns jthen read the Mark Master^s oath, 
from Bernard, page 98. 

ffUness. Tnat is snbstantially the same. I have 
no recollection that the word swap was used. 

Jtfr. Simmotis then read the Past Master's oath, 
from Bernard, page 109. 

Witness, That is substantially the same, except 
fo help me God wa^keep me, insteod cf^^ma^e me.** 
JIfr. Stmmons then read the Most Excellent Mas- 
ter's oath, from Bernard, page 120. 

Witness. That is substantially the same— (no 
variation was mentioned.) After 1 was Initiated, a 
charge was read. .' * 

Mr. Simmons read from Webb's Monitor, p. 41, 
the charge at initiation in the first degree, (the same 
M eiven in the testimony of Mr. Thacher.) 

Witness. That was read to me from Webb's Mon- 
itor. 
Mr, Simmons. Did you connder it as bmdmg 

as your oath f 

WUn£Ss, I did not. 

Mr. Hazard. I shall begin to think Masonry is 
worse than ) ever thought it was, if Ministers will 
take these oaths and charges, and then not consider 
them binding. 

Witness, 1 did not consider the charge as bind- 
ing in every particular. 

Mr. Hazard. Who gave the charge to you in 
the Chapter ? 

Witness. I have no recollection of any ^charge 
given tu me in the upper degrees, in particular. I 
did not consider this charge binding; where it came 
in contact with my religious principles, in saying 
that no institution was ever rai8e4 on a better foun- 
dation than Masonry, none ever established belter 
toles, &c. i considered the christian religion a 
better institution. That was the only part which 
■truck me as objeetionablo at that time. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you make any protest against 
It at the time? 

Witness. No sir, I did not. 

Mr. Hazard, Then you left it to be understood 
you had no ok^ections to it? 

Witness. I would observe that I was brought in 
that sKuation where I was like a slave, with a rope 
around my neek^ I felt a fear to protest against 
any thing, situated as 1 was. 

Mr. Hazard. What was your objection to that 
part of the charge? 

Witness, I had embraced the religion of the Soil 
of God, an Institution I considered far superior to 
. that of l^asonry. A circumstance impressed my 
mind" much. I was asked, ** whom do you believe 
in?*' My answer was, in Jesus Christ, the Son of 
God. i was checked, and ordered to say, in Ood. 
This impressed my mind that tho Institution wished 
to exoltide the religion of the Son of God. 

Jllr. Ht^xard, You were checked bythe presiding 
officer? ^ 

Witness. The Conductor told. me to say, in God. 

Jtf rw Hamrd, 1 want to go to the bottom of this 
bosiness. It seems to be tn imputation upon the 
religions belief of this whole class of youttellow 
-eitiseni. What I wish to know is, did you inffer 
that they were deists, and wanted to exclude Jesus 
Christ? 

Witness. I de tappose that they wished to ex- 
clude the name of Jesus Christ, the Son of God, 
and the religion of the SaVior, as being no part of 
Masonry. 
ATr. JAzani, to Mr. ffaiie-^Put that down, and 
^r umms whMiJt i^U coin0B to. To the iritnesi^ 



Witness, it was not 

Mr. Hazardy (considerably excited.) It donH 
fay well, Mr. Witness. 

witness. Well Sir, I am willing yon should 
make it fay as you please. It fays with Masenf j. 

[Note. If Mr. Haza'rd had studied Masonry in her 
own constitutions, he would have fooud no difficulty in 
understanding the witness. Masonry is desie^ied to bs 
universal, to include Turks, Pagans, Jews, and Gentiles. 
Consequently she excludes all relif^ions but natural re- 
ligion. She acknowledges a God, it is true, but be may 
be Juggernaut, Brama^ Allah, a Chinese Josh, or the 
God ottbe Christian.. It is all the same in her univej^al 
creed. Mr. Hazard should have recollected too, that 
Moses Seixas, a thorough professed Jew, was long 
Grand Master. High Priest, &c. of Masonry, at New- 
port, Rhode Islancl, and cQuld he have presiaed over a 
society that professed belief in Jesus Christr^ whom he 
regarded as an impostor?] 

Mr, Hazard. Do you consider that the words 
Jesus Christ, include God, the Father, and the 
Holy Spirit? 

Witness, Do you wish to know my. belief re- 



specting Deity? 
Jlfr. Hazardi (vehemently.) Do yon consider 



that the words Jesus Christ, the Son of God, include 
God the Fathf r, and the Holy Spirit? 

Witness. 1 do not. Sir, in every sense of the 
word. If the Chairman is ffoing into an investiga- 
tion of my belief of divine tilings, 1 shal^ wish an 
opportunity to explain. « 

JIfr WiUiam Sprague, (senicr) here remarked, 
that he. believed it was unusual in this state, ^to 
press witnesses on their religious opinions. 

[The numerous spectators' present, evinced no 
little surprise, at the course the Chairman was pur- 
suing. Mr Hazard said, that some persons mi^ht 
think that the witness was hardly pressed. His 
object was to inquire if he meant ta charge Masons 
with being Atheists. The witness said he had 
made no such charge.] 

Mr. Hazard— with emphasis — Do you or do you 
not consider that the word God also includes 
Christ and the Holy Spirit ? 

Witness. 1 do not in every sense. If you will 
give me an opportunity, I will explain. First, 
as to the reasons why I do not understand that 
Jesus Christ does not, In every sense compre- 
hend God the Father. 

Mr, Hazard, It is a short question, and requires 
a short answer. 

Witness. 1 must answer It my own way. 
JIfr. Simmons. How long will it take you ? 
Witness, It may take me three hours ; I will ex 
plain my reasons if the Committee wish it. 

Mr. Ha:^rd You dont frighten us. We will 
sifl this mAter to the bottom 

Witness. You have placed me in a situation to 
make me out an Unitarian or Trinitarian, as you 
please. 

Jtfr. Hazard, You have undertaken to impeach 
your fellow citizens as heathens, and it is our du- 
ty to protect them. , 

Witness. Yery well Sir. You can protect them, 
if you choose, only allow me to explain. 

Mr, hazard. You have placed yourself in this 
situation, and you must take the consequence. 

Mt. Spriiguet Jr, One of the Committee, ob- 
jected to going into an Investigation of a man's re- 
ligious creed. 

Mr, Hazard persisted, and the witness said he 
was ready to proceed, as fast as Mr. Halle Would 
take down his explanation. Mr Haile said he bad 
written it down, thus — The reasons why I do not 
consider that Jesus Christ inclpdes God and the 
Holy Spirit, are, first, because* he is called^ the eon 
of man. 

Mr, Simmons. Would you prefec to explain this, 
here, or to wutia owl ^ovLt T«a«snt, tome other 
i time ? . 
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ffittiiss Mid it wat immaterial to him wliicb« — 
H« only wished not to be left in atituation for the 
spectators to draw an uofayoiable inference from 
his not being allowed to explain. When be receiv- 
ed the degree, he was as.be hoped, a christian.^— 
Had he first been tol^ to say he believed in God, 
he should not have thought of it, but their rejec- 
tion of his use of the words Jesus Christ, brought 
wx impression to his mind, that tbev meant.to make 
a distinction, unfavorable to the christian religion. 
He ^could not see the difference, but they evidently 
meant ta make one. He was willing to leave it 
there. - 

Mr, Hazard — (Here began to soften a little.) — 
^Tbat will do very well, if you will say you dont 
believe so now. Yoa ought to extend charity to 
yqui brethren. - 

WUnes», 1 will say, in all charity^ that I do not 
believe they were Deists, but that such is the ten- 
dency and design of the Masonic Institution, i 
find by searching the six degrees administer-ed to 
me, that the woi3 Christ or Son of God, is exclud- 
ed, and 1 believe there was v^ design in it, to ex- 
clude his religion.^ 

Mr. Hazard (with warmth.) Then you meim to 
call them Deists. 

Witness. No Sir. I do not wish to condemn 
anv man's opinions. I do not speak of the individ- 
uals, but I say the Institution is founded on Deism. 

Mr.^Hazard. I nbw understand you to say that 
it is the fault of the Institution and not of the indl> 
viduf Is ? 

• Witness, I did not intend to impeach the mem- 
bers, but the Institution as designed to exclade tne 
christian religion. 

JIfr. Hadard. The design to exclude the Chris- 
tian religion you impute to the founders of the In- 
stitution, not to those who are now its members ? 

Witness. To the Institution, as well as it found- 
ers. » 

Mr. Simmons. Would you prefer at your leis- 
ure to ^rite out your answers to the questions Mr. 
Hazard has asked you, or will you have them ta- 
ken down now. 

Witness, Either, way. [Up to this time Mr. 
Haile had not written down the answers of witness 
to the question touching his l>elief in the distinct 
existence of the different persons in the trinity. — 
He now wrote it down in the following form.] — 
** The desigil to exclude Jesus Christ and the 
Christian religion, I impute to the Institution (of 
Free Masonry,) and not to the members of it with 
whom I am acquainted, niany of whom I believe to 
be christians. I also find^ on examination, as far as 
i have gone in the six degrees, that Jesus Christ 
and his religion are excluded. 

[Mr. Moses Rich^dson, a Mason here made some 
remarks io Mr. Simmons,] upon which Mr. S. in- 
quired. Did you ever bear it explained that the 
Scriptures were to be the rule and guide of your 
whole life ? - 

« Witness. Does not remember ever to have heard 
it so explained. Is confident he never did in the 
Lodge. Has heard portion^ of scripture read 
there. 

Mr. Hazard. 
in a Lodge ? 

Witness. I never did, except the parts^ used at 
the opening and closing of a Lodge. 

Mr, Hazard, I 'am certain I havb seen lectures 
in which the holy scriptures are acknowledged to 
be the guide for Masons. 

Mr Hazard, Do you know if at the meeting 
of f^ges for Lectures, &,c, ; do yoa know if the 
■eriptures are referreu to ? 

Witness, I do not, for the reason that J never 
attended or heard of such lectures. I never heard 
it explained in any Lodge^ that the scripture^ were 



Grand Master of the Grand todge, who waf sittieg 
at the table,) how is it, Mr Cooke ?. Dont yoQ hava 
lectures. 

Mr, Cooke replied that the Lodges were in the 
practice of holding meetings for lectures. I do not 
know whether Jn opening and closing Lodges the 
scriptures are read or not. 

Mr. Hallett here asked whether Grand Master 
Cooke intended to say that nieetings of the Lo3ges 
were held for the delivery of lectures upon morals, 
science, tbe.irts, or any subject odlhat nature ? 

Mr, Cooke said, they werejn the habit of having 
lectures in the Lodges. . ^ 

Mr, Hatlett asked : did you ever know lectures 
given in Lodges for aniy pth^r purpose than to ex- 
plain the signs, grips, and ceremonies ? 
^ Mr, Cooke said he could not precisely tell what 
the lectures were. 

\ Mr, /fazar<2 said the examination was not to be 
taken out of the bands of the Committee in this 
way. 

Mr. HaUeU replied that Mr Cook had intimated 
that meetings of Lodges Were held for scientific and 
literary lectures,and he wished the Committee might 
understand what these lectures were. [He here' 
held up an old pamphlet printed in characters, under 
Masonic sanction, containing the lectures and oaths 
In the three first degrees. This book was after- 
wards proved to have been contrived by Masons, 
and used in Rhode Island Lodges, for studying the 
lectures.] Mr. Hallet said, tha^ pamphlet contained 
the lectures in the three first degrees. * They taught 
bow to tuck up and tuck down the apron^ and how 
to kill Hiram Abiif, but they contained neither sci- 
ence or morals. He challenged the Grand Master 
to show that any other description of lectures were 
delivered in Lodges. Mr. Hazard here interposed, 
and the examination proceeded. The Grand Mas- 
ter was afterwards personally requested by Mr 
Hallett, to forniiih evidence, if there was any, that 
any otlier lectures were delivered in Lodges ex- 
cept those that related to the cerembnies of initia- 
tion, and. those read to the candidates from Webb's 
Monitor. The G. M. did not pretend there we^e 
any others. 

[Comments. — The,substance of these pretendedly 
scientific and moral lectures/as delivered- in Lodges, 
will be found in Barnard's Light on MaaoTiry. The 
Grand Master (if net corrected) would have con- 
veyed tlie . impression which is so oflen falsely 
entertained, that regular courses of lectures from 
which valuable information Qould be derived, are 
given in Lodges and Chapters; and. the Investigating 
Committee not only permitted this Inference to be 
drawn from his statement, but the Chairman was 
evidently displeased at an explanation which de- 
monstrated the fact that these lectures, instead of 
conveying information, are made up of questions and 
answers about the childish ceremonies and profane 
oaths of the degrees.] 

Jlfr. Simmons inquired of the witness if the charg- 
es read from Webb, in the three degrees, were de- 
livered to him, and if he considered them binding.^ 

Witness had not read Webb for fifteen years, but 

hlin{ Without 



thinks the charges were read to 
Did you ever attend the lectures giving them much attention at the time, it occurred 

to him that there were some thinifs not altogether 
systematical. He considered them bii>ding as a man, 
so far as they did not interfere with his religious 
opinions, and^s a Mason so far as they did not in- 
terfere with his more solemn .obligations. 
~ Mr SimvaShiS, What part did you consider not 
systematical ? . 

Witness, I alluded there to the first sentence, 
<yeur zeal for the Institution of Masonry , (he progress 
you have made in the mystery, and your conformity 
to our rules, have pointed you out as a ijro^jer oV\i^«*. 
of out ia^t: \ N«tA \»\vtV\^^SiN«wv^ Si^i ^'»«^^«*- 
to be the guide of Blasons. 1 know of no tectum \l\ooVL«fci%««^^«k«««»^^'^^'f^^^ *^^?x"i^^^vi^ 
given there for that purpoM. Vtwo n^mt oii ^^Vat^vj ^^^^^^^-^'J^ii:^^ . 

Afr Hazard^(larmns to Mr Joseph &. CookeXViw* \w;ieL«iTik>xe\v v^'^^^^^^^^^^ ^ 
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[Mr. Hazard had spent f om« time in looking over 
Webb's Monitor, whicli had been handed to him by 
Mr. R jchardson, j& Mason, for some purpose. Hav- 
ing apparently found what h^ was looking for, he 
*aid ' 

'. H«re:i8 'the dau^e. Hftve you ever read from 
Webb,7~from the Masonic Monitor, in an Address 
.to Master Masons the following section in the Mon- 
iter, * The Holy -WTriiingj^ that great light in Ma- 
,iyonry, will guide you to all truth; it will. direct 
your paths to the temple of happiness, and point out 



Thursday jifiernoonDetemhrSih^ Met agaia at 
3 o'clock, iand continued Mr. Hazard's into rrogato- 
ries. Witness was confident he did not understand 
the oalhSjWben he took tbem, as he did afterwards. 
Tlie.reason was they were given one word or sen- 
tence at aiime, and he did notkqow what was com- 
ing next, and could not keep up the connexion in 
his mind. Thd mallet was drawn across his throat, 
to remind -him of his penalty. The oath was giyea 
toiiim the same as a master learns a child his letters, 
who don't know what is coming for him to repeat. 



te you the whole duty of man.' Now, Mr^ witness, 1 can only compare it to this. 



f 



f it is truth we want. It is the duly of the Committee 
to protect their fellow citizens, who are charged in 
this loose manner with exchiding the christian re- 
ligion. Was that charge given to ybuf fit will be 
observed that Mr. Hazard was particularly close in 
his cross questions when .Masonry or Masons were 
implicated by the testimony. It will houseful to see 
liereafler, bow^be applied this rule when adhering. 
Masons were undejr examination.] 

In reply to Mr.tiazard's question, relative to the 
, Holy writings being the guide of Masons, witness 
said he did not remember to have beard that sen- 
tence in the Lodge. 

' Mr. H(Alett proposed a question in writing, 
,<' were you ever preseatat tile installation of the 
Master of a Lodge?" 

Witness said no. 

Mr HaUett then referred Mr Hazard to page 97 

,of Webb's Monitor, showing that the address from 

which he had read the expression abojit tbe * Holy 

Writings i was not made to a Master Mason, but to 

:the Master of a Lodge, on bis installation, by the 

Grand Master. 

. {Wr Moseis Richardson here whispered to Mr Sim- 
mons.] 

Mr Simmons (addressing the witness,) — Ts it not 
usual, to give the same charge in the Past Masters 
de|:ree as at the Ihstallalion of the Master of a 
JLodge ? • • 

IVitaess. I do not know. • 

[This cou)4 not be the case with the Address Mr 
Haze id lead from, because that commences, ^Yon 
are jiow to be in^taUed Master of this new Lodge.] 

[Note. As Messrs. Hazard and Simmons were 
j$o anxious to prove that Masonry was, as she has 
|)retended to be ' the Handmaid of religion,* and 
^^ensured Mr. Chase so sternrly for aHedging that 
Masonry excluded the christian roiigi9n,itfnay not 
be out of place here to refer to what the Masonic 
flook of Constitutions understands by Holy Writings. 
We quote from the original charge J|t Initiation into 
the first degree, p.' l75 of the Massachusetts Book 
of Constitutions^ edited by. a learned and pious di- 
pine, Thaddens M. Harris, D. D. and approved by 
the Grand Lodge. 'As a genlJen^an and a Mason, ; 
you are to be a strict observer of the moral la^, as 
contained in the Holy Writings.* J^ote hy Dt Har- 
ris ^ * The Bible, and in eountrifs where it is not 

kiwion, AjtY OTHER BOOK., WHICH li^ U2VDERST00D 
irO CONTAIN" THE WORD "oF OoD.' 

Mr. Hazard's Interrogatories. 
Mr Hazard here, proposed to witness the interrog- 
atories, with some variations, he bad put to Mr. 
Thaoher. To the first whether ho inquired as to 
the nature of the oaths, befdjfe he toolk them.. . 

Witness MiLid- he did not,^ because he did not under- 
stand even thai an oiUhwas to be admivisttred, 
itefore he took the first degree. If h« had known 
and understood the nature of ttie oaths and what he 
^as to go through, he should iaot have taken the 

- degrees. After taking the firgt degree, he did en- 
^'leavor to find out if there were any mora oaths, 
hut he could not. ile asked a brother Mason when 
going up to *^e Lodge to take the 2d degree, and he 
replied. ' O, you jco forward and take the other 
decrees and you wfill be satisfied.' He was dissatls- 

£er/ on taking tho Grst degree, but he went forward. 
^he Cammiuee hare adjouraed at quarter before 



Mr. Hazard. How old were you.? 

Witness. About 29 years of age. 

Mr. Hazard. How long did you remaia in a 
Lodge? 

Witness. 1 was a Mason^ from 1S16 to 1828. 
'. Mr Hazard. Were you a chUd all that time 2 

Witness. I am a child yet I hope, of the €on of 
God, and I wish^all men were the'aame. 

Mr Hazard. It is very well for the cominunity 
to know what kind of Wilsons there are who come 
here to charge .their fellow xsitizens with being atbe-^ 
ists. I 

Mr Simmons. Have you answered that. part of 
the 1st Interrogatory, whether you made inquires 
before taking the oath ? 

Witness. I have answered that beforos 1 did 
not, 

Mr Simmoris. Did you reflect, after you had la- 
ken each oath, upon its nature, foree and extent? 

Witness. I had no chance to reflect. 1 have 
gij^en the reasons before. 

Mr Simmons, If not satisfied with the oaths, did 
you complain or object ' 

Witness. I h^ve answered that 1 made inquiry 
ot a brother. 

Mr Hazard. The question I ask is, wbether-af« 
tor you took the first oath, you rciftetted on it, 
before you took another ? ^ 

Vfitness. I did so far as I have atated, and ask- 
eda brother, but could get no explanation. 

Mr. Hazard. Were you satis^ed with the eatb, 
upon the reflection yop did give to it ? 

Witness. I was not. That is answered before, if 
I tinderstand language. 

Mr Haizard. Did you then make any inquiry of 
the elder Masons, as' to how they construed their 
oaths, to remove these doubts? 

Witness. All the inquiry I made was of the 
brother when going up to the Lodge, between 
Tuesday and Saturday. 

Mr Hazard. If these people come here to run 
down their fellow citizens, let us see what they 
know ahou<t it, 

Mr S(xrague, of the Commiittee, here objected to 
this course of examination. Some observations 
passed between him and Mr Hazard, which were 
not heard, 

taking the other oaths,. 



Mr. S. did you complain 



Mr Simmons. Upon 
were you satfsfied ? 

Witness. I was, not. 
or object to the Lodge ' ^ 

Witness. I never complained, or objected in the 
I^dge, because I never afterwards at^tended that 
Lodge, and 1 should have feared the consequences 
if i had complained. 

Thursday .Afternoon December Bth. The Com- 
mittee met at 3 o'clock, and resumed the examina- 
tion of Mr. Chase. 

: Mr. Hazard. Was there any thing in your Ma- 
sonic oaths which made it dangerous for you to se- 
cede, or dissolve your connection with the Lodge.f 

Witness. If you mean not to attend the Lodge, 
I did notso understand them. I did diseonlinue visit- 
ing the Lodge, but I considered if I seceded or dis- 
closed the secrets, my Masonic objigaiions would 
not tolerate me in so doing, and I was afraid the 
penalties of th« vobiigations might be jiijiflicted oa 
me. ^ 
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'^Un»ss. I did not consider the quitting of the 
Iiodf;9, d;e(ngerou8, but I did consider it dangerous 
ibo secede and renounce Masonry. 

Mr Hazard, «I will put the question, which you 
don-t seem to understand. Was thfere any t^ing 
that rendered it dangerous for you ^o dissoWeeyour 
connection with your Lodge? 

\Witruss. Not in quitting the Lodge in the way 
i did, but I did consider it would be, dangerous to 
secede. There is a difference between leaving the 
jjodge and seceding. 

Mr Simmons. The question is whether you con- 
sidered it dangerous to dissolve your connection? 

Witness, I have answered that. 

Mr Sijnmans, Do you perfectly compreliend the 
meaning of the question? 

Mr Hazard. No matter. We have gol4t. (To 
the witness.) Did you think there was any thing 
dangerous in complaining in the Ledge {of your 
oaths.J . ' . ' ' . 

Witness, I did at that time. Equally is much 
to as complaining out oT the Lodge. 

Mr. Hazard', This is a serious examination, and 
1 ask you to point out what part of your Masonic ob- 
ligations forbid you to complain? 

Witness, I thought that part which bound me to 
keefTthe secrets inviolable and net to speak evil of a 
brother in the Lodge or out of it, neither behind his 
back ndr before his face, rendered it dangereus, for I 
could not speak against the Institution mthout 
speaking against those who support it. 

Mr Hazard, Well. Was there any thing in 
your Masonic oaths that compelled you tb go on, 
•taking further degrees. 
*» Witness. No, Sir, there was not. 

Webb's JVIonitor was here handed to the witness 
hy Mr. Turner, open at page 30, and this question 
was put to him by request. Previous to taking the 
.oath in the first degree, while in the preparation 
Toom, were you required to give your assent to 
several declaration's one of which was, < Do you se- 
riously declare upon your honor ,that you will cheer- 
fully conform to all the ancient established usages . 
and customs of the Fraternity? 

Witness. These questions were asked before 1 
look the Entered Apprentice'soath,and I was bound 
to submit. ■ 

Mr. Hazard. But what part of this did you 
con^der would prevent yout complaining to the 
iiodge?" 

.Witness. That part where I have bound myself 
to conform to the^usages of Masonry, withoutknow* 
ing what they were. 

Mr Hazard. Was obedience to the Lodge in- 
-eonsisteot with your right to complain. 

Witness, I considered that complaining to the 
Lodge would be complaining against those who up- 
liold the Lodge, and I had submitted myself to the 
.usages of tho Lodge and could not complain. 

Mr Hazard, I said nothing about that, but X will 
ask you whether you had that on your mind before 
4he book was handed to ypu? 

Witness said he had owned that book, Webb's 
Monitor, since 1816, and that the preparatory obli- 
gation in the Entered Apprentice degree, together 
with his other obligations^ certainly did occur to bis 
mind, as reasons why it would not be safa to com- 
plain. The Chairman, he said, had treated him aa 
if he Were a'child, in this exapiination. 

Mr. Hazard, I asked you if you were a ehild. 
because you represented yoursejf so, as learning 
your letters, when taking the oaths. 

Witness. ■ In one respect t was like a ehild when 
^ taking tho oatiis; an 'infant is naked, and I was 
nearly so. • * 

Mr Simmons, Did you consider thes6 preUmina- 
<ry objections, and the oaths and charges to be all 
connected, and all binding upon those who look 
thera, and did you so ma^onicaily consider t^em 
'SirJjeD you took them i 



Witness. Aftor reflection I mo considered them ' 
Masonieally, as all in connection,' and do at this 
time. I considered the charges were, the trap laid to 
draw persons ii»^ to hold and bind them by tire oaths. 

Mr Hazard then proceeded with the interogato- 
ries, as propounded to Mr Tliacher. In answer to 
5th, whether witness considered he gave the Lodge 
jurisdiction as far as he could, to inflict the penal- 
ties, if he ^violated his oaths, &c. Witness says af- 
ter mature reflection he did consider them oi that 
nature. He came to that conclusion about a vear 
after he took them (say 1817.) He then eensider- 
ed that he ought to be cautious as to what he said 
against the Institution. The word eautionf is used 
in the Lodge. 

In answer to the 6th, 7ih and 8th Interogatories* 
witness says he knows of no secrets except such as 
are explained in Bernard. Has not seen Aflyn's 
Ritual. He did consider his Masonic oaths con- 
flicted with his -civil duties, immediately upon re- 
flecting on them. - ^ ' 

In answer to lOth Interogatory, what induced 
him to secede from Masonry, 

Witness says he seceded in 1828. Various cir- 
cumstances lead to it. The principje one was the ^ 
following which he wished to have taken down. — 
In the latter part qf September, 18!i27, going from 
Dighton to Pawtucket, I stopped at the house of 
Capt. Baker, I do not recollect his other name. — 
Elder Daniel Greene .of Pawtucket came in and af- 
ter the flrst salutations said he wanted to speak with 
me. > 

[JVoifl. Mr .Greene' is a respectable Baptist Cler- 
gyman. Hehuagoneas high as the Knight Tem- 
plar's dcgree,and has been, and is stU4 believed to be,a ^ 
strenuous advocate of Masonry. He stopped the *' 
R. J. American, which he had taken for a long time, 
immediately after that paper opened its columns to 
investigate Masonry. ^Asjde from Masonry, he is a 
very respectable citizen.] 

Witness proceeded to state that they then retir- 
ed into a room by themselves: and he asked . 
me if I had visited a Lodge lately. { told 
bim no, and did not think I ever should again. He 
then asked me if 1 knew that I could not get into . 
a Lodge. I observed to him that I thought I could «, 
work in, as my memory was good. He obserj^ed , 
that he had reference to a particular circumstance 
that had taken place, t asked, what circumstance ? 
He observed, he liad reference to Morgan's Illustra- 
tions, a book so called. That on that account the 
lodges had passed another degree or check- word ,^ I 
think he styled it, in order to stop book masons, 
hailing reference to the book before mentioned; but 
observed, if you Jiad been here last evening, I could 
have vouched for you, and you could have took 
the check word or degree, I donU recollect which 
be used. I then asked him if that book was true? 
He answered by< a nod of his head, giving assent in 
that way. I then asked him if Morganwas mur- 
dered? He said he dare not answer me upon that 
subject no further^ (havtng reference to my dot 
having taken the check degree) no otherwise than 
he would there say to me, no doubt he has suffered 
his jtist deserts, according to his obli^fations. He 
then took nr^e so, (scalping bath arms above the 
elbows) and said, / suppose he had his choice. This 
was what flrst led me to serious meditation to seek 
for a fit opportunity to secede. I then went home, 
and secretly borrowed that book, (Morgan's.) The 
'owner would not let me have it, except in secret, 
under a promise to return it. He was not a mason. 
I rea^ it through and ^un^ in it substantially, the 
penalties and oaths that had oeen conferred upon 
me. t'his was the final cause of my seceding. 
In the Fall River Monitot L wafeVaBo^^ \«^ %^^N.^£^s»r 
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^ Vfitness, I c6tic1ttde t Was ecftitidered a member 
of Manchester Lodge, from the notice I received 
from the Secretary of the Lpdge, summoniBfr me, 
afler my renunciatioa, to show cause why 1 should 
not be expelled. I understood 1 was expelled. 

Mr Hazard. Did you malte any con>muaication 
to the Lodge-^lhey were your brethren for many 
* years before you seceded — of your intention to re- 
cede. ' • 

'Witness. I made no communication to the 
Lodge, because I was afraid to 4o so, before I came 
out publicly. 

Mr. Hazard, How, many did the Lodge con- 
sist of? 

Witness, 30 or 40, or perhaps more, when 1 was 
initiated. Among them were Dr. Aliens Dr Knight, 
John -Green, and a Mr. Merrill. 

Mr Hazard. Were your brethren of Manches- 
ter Lodjge, with whom yen associatedi men of such 
character that you should have been afraid of your 
ife, if in their power, when you seceded.^ 

y/itness, I could not say what they woilld feel 
bound to do, as Masons. In their moral character 1 
considered tliem as good inen, as other men, and 
some of them I hope are-christians. They showed 
ma. in the Lodsce what they did to traitors,in the mur- 
der of the ruffians who killed Hiram'Abiff, and I 
thought I had some cause to fear, from the nature 
of the penalties ^ could not tell what their Ma- 
sonic obligations would lead them to, as far as they 
adhered to their oaths^ and I stood, in fear, masoni* 
caHy. ' 

Mr Simmons. Did you as a Mason, ^consider 
you were bound to execute such penalties upon 
others? •^ - K 

Witness. I considered myself masonically boun* 
to perform all oaths and obligations to the Lodge, 
if adhering, to them, but not morally 'and virtually 
bound to execute such penalties. 

In answer to 11th, 12th and 13th Interrogatories, 
~ witness says he never heard the natuYe of Masonic 
penalties discussed in a Lodge, and that he knows 
fioChiog about the deliberations of the Lodffe on 
politics or religion, but never knew these subjects 
discussed in the Lodge. Mn Bliss, a MasoU, once 
. requested him to vote for Mr Hodges for Congress 
in 1827. 

' 14<h Interrogatory. Did ypu consider or be-* 
lieve that there was any thing in yogr Masonic ob- 
ligations binding yoji as a Freemason to vote for a 
Ft^emason,in prefer^nc^ to a better frum, not a 
Diason. 

Vfitness. Tou say as a Freemason. I answer 
in two capacities. If the grand hailing sign were^ 
given, I should consider myself bound as a Mason 
to support a Mason for ofnce, in preference to a- 
notber not a mason, but as a citizen bound by my 
civil obligations, I should disdain the idea. 

Mr Hazard repeated the question. You can 
' evade it or answer it as you please. 

^Nitness said if Mr Haile would take it down. he 
believed it would be a full answer. 1 considered 
myself standing in a two fold relation, and that if I 
were to see the grand hailing sign I .should be 
bouiid Maaonically to aid hixp with my vote as I 
was bound toobey^thesign, and to go on a master 
mason's errand bareheaded and bare foot, and to re- 
lieve him if thece was more probability of saving 
bis life than leasing- my own. I say this as a Free 
Mason. Asa frea man and exelusive of Masonic 
signs I could not do it. As a seceder I should not. 

In answer to 15th Interrogatory, whether he 

would give. a preference to a Mason, witness skys 

he should masonically be under obligation by nil 

oath, to favor a mason in preference to ' those not 

Masons. He had never practiced so, for he had 

never had the grand hailing sign used to him by a 

Mason ja dittresa, 

J6tb and 17ih Jttteri:ogatx>ri9S^Wiintn knows 
aotjjwff about. 



18th.' Have you frequented Lodges in other 
States, and are they the same as in this State ? 

Witness. Was never in any Jjodge out of tht 
State. He had been present at a funeral when the 
Attleborough Lodge buried Dr. Ballou, and there 
were Masons present from seven dififereot Statei, 
who passed the same signs. 

Mr. Simmons. What induced yoo to apply for 
the higher depress, if you considered the three fint 
irreligious and Deistical ? 

Witness.— Vf hen Lapplled for the tbree last de- 
grees. I considered the three first irreligious and 
deistical. The reason of my applying was this : I 
was informed by Rev. Thomas W. Tucker that he 
hs^ been dissatis&ed in the lower degrees, but was 
informed that the upper degrees were more agree- 
able to a cbristain's feelings, and he was ffoing to 
take them, and thought I had better. A Book wai 
also placed in my hand, the purport of which ap- 
peared to be .more agreeable to the Christian relig* 
ion. I^was a poem in praise of Masonry. He 
observed, if^ would join he would recommond me, 
and Uiey would not charge any thing, as I was i 
Minister, and I should be satisfied. I had oxpiee- 
sed to him my dissatisfaction on account of iti 
irreliglon, and he told me the Methodist brethren 
in Bristol were considerably engaged in religion, 
and were mostly Masons — and he was satisfied, and 
raither urged me to come in, and see how pleasant 
it was. I was a minister of the Methodist order at 
that time, and Mr. Tucker was the same. I went, 
and they opened a Lodge on the Maste/s degree— 
they satisfied my mind some — and seemed to have 
a very pleasant time — talked some about religion.— 
but I afterwards rather doubted if it was not all a 
catch, as they did not seem to close the lodge in 
very regular order. I had also conversed^with 
g ElderOase about my dissatisfaction about the three 
first degrees— he made but very little answer to it. 
I worked into the Lodge in Bristol. I never knew 
before then that clergymen were admitted gratis.— 
I paid for my three first degrees. Was not then a 
minister. 

JIfr Simmons. Ton have several times qualified 
your answers by saying you considered jour oaths 
Masonicaliy binding, but not morally or virtually. 
W|;iat do you mean by it f 

Witness. I have explained that several times. 
In the oaths I promise and swear such and such 
I things, without any equivocation or mental reser- 
vation, &c. I cannot get rid of that in any way 
Masonically, but to do just as the oaths direct. 

Mr Simmons repeated the question. . 

Witness again said he did not consider the oatbf 
morally or virtually binding. , ^ 

Yfitness.' I have given a Masonic answer, 
without self evasion or equivocation. 

Mr Hazard', How long afler you determined to 
withdraw from Masonry, before you did so ? 

Witness, About one year. I made my mind 
known to my wife, soon after my intentiew with 
Elder Greene, and she persuaded me not to secede, 
from fear that I should be exposed to injury. 

Mr Hazard, I have a poor opinion of Masonry, 
but I have a good opinion of Masons. 

Witness. I have no enmity against any Mason 
in the world. It is the Institution is all I ha^e 
any thing against. I would do a good turn to a Ma- 
sqn as soon as any other man. 

Mr Hazard, If on any occasion when 'a Mason, 
your Masonic obligations had coniflicted with your 
civil, religious or social duties, which shoald you 
have obeyed.' 

Witness. 1 should obey the obligation 'due to 
-my Maker, even at the sacrifice of my life, if re- 
quired. In other respects I' cant tell how 1 might 
have been injfiuenced as a Mason. 

Mr Hazard. Did you ever ^ hear a Mason justi- 
fy the murder of Morgan except Elder Greene? 
t If so, ¥ihen and wYvexe^ \a?Jltftd)a'5 t%t{ii^»\;\ 
i Witness. lYiav«» KWVie Vawv* <* >^^*V>^\v%m 



Aiitiinttionic Contention) three years ago, at a tav- 
^ern about 10 miles this side of *I>edham, I heard a 
Mason say, if there ever was such a man as Mor- 
gan, and he had talsen such oaths as ,he had pub- 
Gshed, he was a damned perjured wretch, anti de- 
■eryed to be Iciiled ! Thhi man said he was a Ma- 
•on. He was a stranger to me. Messrs. Brayton, 
Sladft and Luther Lincoln ef Norton, were present 
at this couTeraation. Mr Lincoln said to the man 
he ouffhtto be careful what he said for there was a 
fecedmg 9)1 ason present. He replied he did not 
helieye there was a seceder, but if there was he was 
A perjured wretch and deserved to die. 
^ Mr Hazard, I wonder yoa. staid In such cote- 
as that. ' 

Witness. 1 did not. I left it. 
Question from Mr Paine. (Antimason.) Had 
•ny person Receded from Masonry in thi^ quarter 
before you did, and did this circumstance add to 
your fears respecting the penalties of the oaths ? 
Witness. Yes. T belieye I was the fir^Hlason 
who seceded from a I^odge in Rhode Island. No 
one had done so publicly. I seceded abdut a year 
after the conyersation with Elder Greene. [The 
examination of Mr. Chase, which had occupied 
~ from 9 o'clock, A.M. to the same hour P. M. was 
here closed^the notes of Mr Haile wore read to him, 
and by him signed, and tl)e Qommittee adjourned.] 

COMMENTS. 

[It will bb obseryed that the interrO£^ations put to 
M'r Chase, were yaried considerably fram those put 

^to Mr Thacher. The ingenuity of Mic Hazard, who 
is one of the most acute crogs questioning lawyers 
in the country, wa5 exerted to its utmost to entangle 
Mr Chase in his examination. The latter, as will 
be apparent from his answers, la a plain conscien- 
tious, pious, single minded man, with no reproach 

- on his whole life, but secession from Masonry; with 
no guile in himself and suspecting none in others; 
and yet it is obyious that straight forward common 
anseund truth,enabled him successfully to baffle all 
the Chairman*s efforts to inyolye him in contradic- 
tion, ori'end.er him ridiculous. Those who witness* 
•d the anger and occasional fierceness of Mr Haz* 
ard towiird this witness, and the perfect coolness 
•nd good nature of the latter under wanton insult, 
were well satisfied that the former fek himsei([ 
•ompletely foiled at his best weapons. 

Another point in the examination of this witness, 
■hould not escape remark. Mr Hazard and Mr 
Simmons attempted to call this witness in question 
as to fiis religious creed, with a yiew to discredit his 
testimony. No people on earth are so jealous of the 
slightest interference in matters of religious concem- 
nient,as the people of Rhode Island, and but for the 
protection given the Committee by Masonry, this 
attempt to call a witness to account, for his religious 
belief would haye roused an uniyersal indignation. 
To proye this assertion, and also to show how far Ben- 
jamin Hazard, Esq. could* act inconsistently, even 
with himself f in order to uphold Masonry, and broW 

. beat Antimasonic witnesses, we will relate one 
fact.- At the Noyember term of the U* S. Circuit 
Court in Proyidence, 1828, Judge Story presiding, 
the old commcn law objeetlon to the competency of 
two witnesses was taken, on the ground of tneir 
disbelief in a future state of reward and punishment. 
The Judge examined testimony touching the irre- 
ligious belief of the witnesses, and being proyed 
CO be deists, if not atheists, they were both set 
a^ide. This decision, though in>str1ct conformity to 
common law precedents, wa^' declared to be an in- 
^fringement of the rights of conscience secured by 
the Bill of Rights of R. I . The press o^hat State was 
nniversally roused against the decision of the Judge 
in this case, and a general indignation peryaded the 
community. At the subsequent session of the 
LegisHture of Rhode Island, in January, this same, 
Benjamin Hazard, Esq. himself introduced a biU, 
txphnatory of the bill of rights, declaring that no 

. witness shall he called la qae^tion in any Coxitt in 



this State (Rhode Island) touching his belief or dis- ^ - 
belief in matters of religious concernment. Mr. 
Hazard advocated this bill, (which passed unani- 
mously) at the same time censuring the. condt^ct of 
Judge Story, toward the witnesses In the case re- 
ferred to, with no tittle severity. Not a word was 
uttered in the House of Assembly in vindication of 
the Judge, who had just cause to complain (and we 
understood at the time did complain) that not one of 
his frieiK^s would explain to the Hous6 the prece- 
dents of common law, upon which the Court had 
felt bound 1o exclude the witnesses. The reason 
they did not do so,, is the old reason that usually 
governs the conduct of politicians : t7 iemi/<2 have 
been very unpopular to mve done so ! Mr. Hazard 
availed himself fully or the popular feeling. He 
introduced the bill, he censured the Judge, and he^ , " 
himself was the 'first one, after that act passed, to 
callTn question the religious opinions of a witness 
under civil oaths before Aim, sitting as a Judge ! — 
With this glaring fact before them, the candid 
portion of the public will not be surprised at dny 
inconsistency ; any outrage upon the feelings or 
opinions of witnesses; any 6ar^^n5 with Masonic . 
witnesses ; any perversion of testimony ; any se- 
verity and bitterness of denunciation, which they 
may find in the deportment and report of Benjamin 
Hazard, Esq. touching his connexion with this ^in- 
vestigation into Masonry.] 

With a yiew to establish the identity of masonic 
oaths throughout the country ,as far as the notice giv- 
en previous to the meeting of the Legislative Com- 
mittee would admit, the Antimasonic State Commit- 
tee took measures to procure depositions to that 
effect. They accordingly forwarded to the proper ' 
officer at Worcester, Mass.' a commission signed by 
Mr. Sprague, Jr. one of the Committee, to take the 
deposition of Pliny Merrick, Esq. His deposition 
was accordingly taken, sealed up by the officer, and 
placed in the hands of the Legislative Committee, 
with the seal unbroken, on December 8, at noon. 
In the afternoon pf the same day, Mr Hazard, the 
Chairman, handed the deposition^ after he had ex- 
amined it, to Mr Joseph S. Cook, Grand Master of 
Rhode Island, with permission to take it home.— 
The Preparation Room of . the Masonic Hall was 
lighted up that evening, and this deposition} was 
unquestionably discussed there. A similar induL 
gence to take papers and documents for examinar 
tion, was extended to the antimasons, at first, until 
the Masons began to hand' in written statements, 
which were not permitted to go out of the handa 
of the Committee. 

Other depostions were taken, and presented to 
the Committee, None of them were read aloud, and 
all were handed over to the Grand Lodge. 

DEPOSITIONS.. 

This may certify whom it may concern that I, 
TabeA Cort, in the town of Troy, and county of 
Bristol, have taken seven degrees in masonry, I 
received them in Porthi^d, state of Maine, in the 
years Eigh^en jftndred and fifteen and sixteen. I ' 
nave perused Bernard's Light op Masonry, and - 
can certify the obligatioas and penalties are the 
8ai|ie as those conferred on me. 

TABER CORT/ 

Bristol f ss. DscemAsr 8, 1831. Then personally 
appeared the above named Taber Cbry , and made 
oath that the foregoihg certificate by him subscribed / 
is true, before me, JOSEPH GOODING, 

Justice of the Peace. 

This may certify whom it may concern that I' 
Israel Cqacs, in the Town of Westport, State of 
Massachusetts and County of Bristol, That I have , 
taken three degrees of Freemasonry. I received 
them in North Carolina, Hyde County Mattamus- 
ktet,Franklm Lodge in Feb.or^arch 18!!KT. Wm!<\^ 
perused Betivax4*aVA^\. w^.'^'wkotw:^ 'wx^^axitL'is^?^ 

actuate ot m^ ^w\,\SK«ii3e«.t«^>s^^^^^^^ 
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f>Uigati>9n.- N. B. fiernard*8 Light on Mfl«onry, 
page45lh. ISRAEL CHACE. 

Bt idtol, 8. 8.. Wcstport, December 3d, 1831. 
Tlion personally appeared the above named Israel 
Chacb, and made oath that the foregoing state- 
ment byhiOY made and signed is true. 

lielore me, ABNER B. GJFFORD, 

Justice of the iPeace. 

Deposition 6't Flint MitRRicK-^ E»«^ 
. I Pliny Merrick of Worcester^ in the State of 
Massachusetts, CouBsellor at Law, do testify and 
sav, that some tihie in the course of the winter of 
1620-21, as nearly as I can recollect, I was admit- 
ted a momber oF the Masonic Lodge held in the 
tdwn-of Tilunton in the county of Bristol, as Inn- 
derstood by virtue of a cnarter frdm the Grand 
Lodge ot the State ot Massachusetts, 'that until 
my removal from Taunton, Which was in the sum- 
mer of 1824, 1 occasionally attended the meetings 
of the Lodgre ; and during some part of the time, 
frequently;. I was achnitted in the Lodge to the de- 
grees of Entered apprentice, Fellow Craft, and I 
Master Mason. In the summer of 1834, as nearly 
as I «an recollect, 1 wasiidmitted to the degrees of 
Mark Master, Past Master, Most Excellent Master, 
and the degree of Royal Arch Mason,> in Adoni- 
ram Chapter in- Attleborough, in the County of 
'Bristol in this state ;- that I took the four last men- 
tioned degrees in one afternoon and evening, and 
and have not since, to my recollection, been in any 
chaptejr in the county of Bristol. I removed to 
the town of Worcester, where I now reside, in the 
summer of 1824, and aflerwardo attended occasion- 
ally the meetings of the fraternity in this place.^ — 
Puring toy absence fi'om town on one occasion, I 
was elected to the office of High Priest, which is 
the highest 4:»iHce in the Chapter : On being in- 
formed of my election to that place, which was 
wholly unexpected, I consented to accept, and Dr. 
Benjamin Chapin orWorcester, who had been the 

' former High Priest, agreed to make me acquainted 
"^ith all tTie forms, ceremonies,oaths and obligations 
6i the several degrees of the Chapter, and I ac- 
f ordingly. visited him several times and learnt the 
same from him, and committed the same to merao- 
ty. I attended seyeral meetings of the chapter dur- 
ing the first part of the year, and discharged the 

' dfuties of my offifie. Besides the communications, 
made to me by l!Xr. Chapin, I have heard .him re- 
peat the oaths in the chapter as its presiding oMcer. 
During the last half yeat while I was elected to of. 
fice, I believe I was not once present at any meet, 
ing : and I have not been, I believe, in any meet- 
ing, of the Masonic Fraternity since, except that I 
once went in for a few moments for the purpose of 
seeing a gentleman who I anderstood was there. — 
On one occasion, afler my admission to the chap- 
ter ,1 hevd Jlfr»- GZea5on;vhO' was introduced to me at 
the Grand Lecturer, emplpyedby the Grand Lodge 
of the state, to teach the Lectures of Masonry, re- 
peat the Royal Arch Mason's oath. These are all 

' the oppoiitunities which I have I#d by attendance 
on lodges and chapters, of ascertaining what were 
its oaths or^obligAions. I was however once pres- 
ent at a meeting of the Grand Chapter of this state 
in Boston, but I do not recollect that the oath of 
the degree was repeated. 

The several obligations of tlie three ^rst degrees 
of Freemasonry were formerly quite familiar to 
me,from having frequently heard them repeated in 
the Lodge meetings at Taunton. These obliga- 
tions are faithfully given in a Book called " Ldght 
on .Afofonry,'* by David Bernard. I do not mean to 
0tate that the exact expressions which I' heard in 
Lodge meetings,are given, because the words used 
were not precisely the same on different occasions ; 
but I mean to state, that the oaths as given, in the 
Book referred to, are substantially the same with 
those which } oftea heard administered to initiates 
fijr lite prasldtng olScer of the Lodge. I do not I 

lacMf Aaraia.to6pac/fjr all tho variations which- on I 



the perusal of that Book havd occurrisc! io m\ 
I state those which seem to roe in any way ml 
I do not recollect to have heard in the Lodi 
such part of the Master Mason's oath a» the 
ing, rlz : *' I will go on a MasUr Mason'' s ei 
ijiyftenever required, ev^n should I havete 
headed, if within the length qffhy cablctoteJ' 
any part of this my solemn oath or ohligati 
omitted at this jCime, / wUl. hold, myself am0 
thereto whenever informed" With the.se e; 
tions, I do not know of any. variations betweei 
oathaof these three degrees as I fornierly I 
them in the Lodges and as I find them in tli6 
before referred to, which seem to md in smy' 
essentially to affect tne sense. 

I do not distinctly recollect the oaths and ol 
tions of the four degrees of Mark Master, Pabt 
ter, Most.ExcelleiH Master, and Royal Arcii 
son, as they werd administered to roe, a' 
initiation at the Chapter in Atttleborough. @ 
to the ffreat variety of the ceremonies thr 
which Fpasscd oil that day, and the great nu 
of the parts o^the several oaths, it was impof 
for roe to retain a distinotr'ecollection of the w 
BesiBes this, when the Royal Arch degree> wa 
ministered to me, I was very much overcome, 
by the previous fatigue I bad unde4-gonc, anc 
nature and character of the obligation^ and be 
ing faint, was removed from the rooni before it 
ministration wjis finished. On my recovei 
rettfrned to the Chapter, and passed througl 
remaining ceiremonies; but I have no recolTe 
that' the remaining part of the oath was admini 
ed. Among the persons present on that opcasi 
recollect Mr. John Baylies of Tauntoti. 

I believe that the^ oaths and obJigations ofthei 
degrees of Mark Master, t^ast Master, Most £ 
lent Master, and Royal Arch Mason are givi 
the book before mentioned, substantia:! ly, as 1 1< 
and heard them administered , as I have before i 
tiohed. The words are riot iii every partii 
precfsiely the saYno in that book, as I reeolle^t< 
have heard them in the chapter; but I do not ti 
of aiiy variation, which matetially affected the s 
iii any other particular than those which 1 i 
mention hereafter. 

I distinctly recoUeet that the following exprcii 
was made u^e of intho Chapter as part of the J 
al Arch oath, viz ; " I will esIpouse the c. 
OF A RoTAL Arch Companion when m . 

DirnCULTy, so TAR AS TOEXTRJCATiE HIM I 
THE SAKE, IF IN MY POWEni WHETHER Bl 

RIGHT OR WRONG." I ncver heard any ex'p] 
tlon of that clause tn the Chapter. On one occa 
when that part of the oath was repeated to a pc 
then passing through the ceremonies of initfa 
he hesitated and asked if it could be so ? A R( 
end companion standing by replied, that it was 
advised him to go on, and it would be explain 
him. He did go on -but I heard no explan^ 
given.- 

I do not reeollect.to have ever heard the follow 
words, or any similar thereto, mtrodiiced into ai 
the obligations of any of the degrees^ of Preema 
ry as they were administered, vi^J "I will pro 
a companion Royal Arch Mason's ^poUticul pri 
ment in prefsrcncc to anot/ter of equal qnali 
tions" 

The following clause makes part of tKe ob 
tion of a Royal Arch Mason as I have heard il 
ministered, viz : '* A companion Royal A 
Mason's SECRETS-GIVEN me in charge as si 

AND I KNOWING THEM TO BE SUCHy^HALI.- 
MAIN AS SECURE AND INVIOLABLE IN MY BRE 

AS IN HI9 OWN." To tbcse words I believe 
also added » *<mur(f^r and treason not excepted 
With redpect to these last words, I must say, 
at this time, my recollection is not so per fee t,' 
enable roe. to speak with- absolute certainty, i 
mer\y, aCtat 1 Vv2id Ved Nisvtlng tlie Chapter, I 
no douV>l oi\ V\ua ^vAuX. Ti\i\.'uv c»wjftiBa.\i«o,% "^ 
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inenibers ot the Masonic Institution, their frank ad- 
miBsion of tlie accuracy of the disclosare of the 
masonic obligations as contained in the booic I have 
referred to,on other points, and their. earnest and ap- 
parently sincere denial of its accuracy on this point} 
have lead me to doubt whether my recollection was 
perfect. I have taxed my memory to the utmost 
of my power; and I can now only say, that while I 
AJonot feel certain, I yet believe that the words 

** MURDER AND TRKASON, HOT EXCEPTED" WCre 

used; but the belief is founded on a variety of con- 
siderations distinct from a precise recollection of the 
fact. All those members of the lyiasonic Fraterni- 
ty who denied the use of. the words last quoted in 
.the conversations to which I have alluded, stated 
that the following words are used in their stead, 
viz : " murder and treason only excepted, and they 
left to my election.'* 

The .check degree, as it is sometimes called, and 
I believe usually, I never heartl repeated and ex- 
plained but once by any^ member of the Masonic 
Fraternity. Being in Boston, 1 accideptally met 
Dr. John Jlomans, now resident in that city, near 
the old Court House. He asked me to walk into 
the office of Mr. Powers, the Grand Secretary of 
the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts. After some 
conversation, Mr. Powers proposed to communicate 
and explain this degree or ceremony, to us, and ac- 
cordingly did BO. The explanation was the same 
which is given in the eighty sixth page of Ber- 
' natd's Light on Masonry. I have^^since it vhis 
communicated to me, heard it spoken of by^ mem- 
bers of t^ie Institution as a matter added to its cer- 
emonies; but 1 have never since heard it repeated. 
And further this deponent saith not. 

PLINY MERRICK. 
Worcester, ss. On the fifth day of December, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eigl^t hundred 
and thirty one, the aforesaid deponent was examin- 
ed, and cautioned and sworn, agreeablj^ to law, to 
the deposition aforesaid, by him subscribed, taken 
at the request ot William Sprague, Junior, and to 
be used before a Committee of the Legislature of 
lEUiodo Island.— The residence of the deponent in 
the state of Massachusetts is the cause of taking this 
deposition. ISAAC DAVIS, 

Justice of the Peace. 
[Among the documents presented to the Investi- 
gating Committee, to aid their inquiries, was a re- 
port of the New Berlin trial, in which the Sheriff 
of the county, Generah Welsh, and Mr. Pike a Jus- 
tice of the Peace, both adhering Royal Arch Ma- 
sons, had sworn to the oath of ^hat degree in the 
form it is given in Bernard. Accompanying tlie re- 
port was an Affidavit •( Phillip Peck, who was pres- 
ent at the trial, certifyin|r to Its correctness in every 
particular *, with a view to present further evidence 
6n this point, and to elteit other important facts 
which had been stated, but, as we believe, never 
before been sworn to, interrogatories were forward- 
ed to New York, and the following affidavit re- 
ceived in reply, from Jarvis F. Hanks, a high re- 
nouncing Mason of eighteen degrees, and an uniro- 
peaebable citizen of New York.] 

Affidavit of Jarvis F. Hanks. 
Gentlemen : — In compliance with your request, I 
proceed to narrate such. facts and circumstances as 
oome within my knowledge, on the subject of Free- 
masonry, and such as will accumudate the testi- 
iDony of which you are in pursuit So far, howeV'^ 
er, as my experience g6es, in relation to its oaths, 
eeremoniesf &c. I cannot speak with certainty, of 
more than eighteen degrees, into whose mysteries I 
have been introduced. Of its usages, as a society 
my remarks will illustrate the conduct of Lodges 
«nd Chapters only. In this communication, I wish 
be distinctly understood that when I' relate 



flitanding among the fraternity was honorable, anu, 
tlferefore, it not^to be received as absolute evi- 
dence. 

Bernard's Light and Allyn^s Ritual, in the ac- 
count of the degrees I have taken, are substantially 
correct. The genuine book of the first three de- 
grees by William Morgan, and the publication of tho 
Le' Roy Convention, up to and including the Royal 
Arch degree, are true revelations of the first seveiv 
degrees of Freemasonry as they existed in 1825, 
throughout the United States. I say ;^en}i£n«,. be- 
cause a>spuriousl)ook, purporting to be the work of 
Morgan, has, I believe been introduced into the 
market. Verbal variations did ever exist in the 
phraseology of the masonic lectures and work ; but 
as great a similarity has prevailed as could be ex- 
pected or ho]ped for, in oral traditions^ yet the st/6- 
stance loas the same in all places^ among all Masons. 
I would here state that i received the first three de- 
grees and Union Master, io Charleston, Kanawha 
countyi Virginia ; the Mark Master,' Past Master, 
most excellent Master, Royal Arch, I^oyal Master, 
and Ark and Dove in Philadelphia ; the Select 
Master at Point Pleasant Virginia ; Secret Moni- 
tor and Knight of Constantinople hi Zanesville,Ohio; 
Heroine of Jericho, Mediterranean Pa8:9,and Knight 
of the Hound Table, in Cleaveland^ Ohio; Knight of. 
St. John at Euclid, Ohio, and Intimate Secretary in 
Warren, Ohio. 1 was High Priest of Webb Chap<* 
ter No. /13, and Worshipful Master of Concord 
Lodge No. 15 at Cleaveland, Ohio, each during the 
year IS^^. Within this period I presided at the in- 
stallation and advancement to the Roj^al Arch de- 
gree, of about twenty five persons, whose names I 
could furnish, if expedient, and one of whom atleas: 
reside^ in this city. I ,have visited various Lodsres 
and Chapters in New York city and' State, in PhiU 
adelphia and numerous towns in Pennsylvania ; in 
Ohio and in Virginia ; probably fifty in all. I have 
conversed with intelligent Masons from nearly 
every State in the Union, as well as fk'om many, 
parts ot Great Britain and am well satisfied thai the 
essence of Fteemasonry is everywhere the samd 

The oath of the Entered Apprentice binds the 
recipient to keep all the secrets of the whole system 
from the world. The wordB are *'I will always 
hail, ever conceal, and never reveal,' any part or 
parts, art or arts, point or points, of the secret mys-^* 
teries of ancient Freemasonry, which I have re- 
ceived, am about to receive, or may be hereafter 
instructed iii, to any person or persons in the known 
world, except it be to a true and lawful brother 
Mason," &C. v 

The Master's oath contains two or three clausetf^ 
the force of which adhering Masons have, I believe, 
uniformlv denied. "I will fly to the relief of any 
person giving the grand hailing sign of distress of 
a master mason, or uttering the oxclaniation belong-' 
ing thereto, and relieve him if in my power* if there 
is not more danger of losing my life, than hope of 
saving his" I understand this obligation to be 
capable of influencing a master mason to do for a 
brother, many things which would be illegal. For 
instance, a masonic Sheriff has tn custody a brother 
who has committed a capital crime, and is sentenced 
to death,— -he gives th^ grand hailing sign of dis- 
tress-^the Sheriff Ts bound to '^relieYe him if in his 
power," and suflers him to escape, as if by accident. 
A jailor turns the key upon a brother. At a con* 
venieht time, the potent sign is displayed^-the 
huge iron doors, massive gates and impassible bar- 
riers, are overcome, with the facility of magic, and 
the culprit is let loose to commit new depredations 
upon society. 2d — "/ tritt warn a brother rnaster 
mason of lUl approa^ihing danger.** I quote only 
parts of the oath ; not, however, destroying or per- 
verting the real sense. Reference may be eaaiW- 
had to standard i«^^\%.\!\wa, 'W\v>'«'«k:^x!i«^"^ •twk.A^ 



it to be distinctly unnersiood tnat wnen i relate a 

/ut, or makv an «#Mr<t4m, I intend it to assume the 

character of oontJM tsstimony, but when ao oflnion \mftan ^a\ ot» \% c^^^ N» %v^^ wAx^'e^Na ^'''^^^"H 
If given, it If 10 b* uken only tm the j«dgmem of \ot Wi^ tt«id^>ttOTxx N» V^ vt^oCvma^ Ny^jwCw^vvvEw xs^ -^ 
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STvindler a^^sumiDf^ the character of an hoBest man, 
aftd therefore not suspected of evil ; or hmay equally 
bind a mason to notify a criminal who has sworn 
\ the same oath, of his danger of apprehension by an 
o^HcBr of justice, and urge his immediate flight to 
re^OMS beyond his jurisdiction. If the points be 
capable of such interpretation, bad men will always 
be ready to take advantage of it. In^leed there 
seems to be ample proof that masons have under- 
stood these obligations as constraining them to ex- 
tend relief, if possible, to those of -theit brechren 
who have violjited the laws of the land, ahd have 
not only become obnoxious to the penalty of those 
laws, but also deserving the indignation of all good 
men . 

.But the Royal Arch occupies an elevation which 
Mr. Webb calls *'the summit and perfection of an- 
cient masonry." , It is sought as tlie ultiinaturn of 
the mystery by the votaries of secret societies,-^ 
Those who advance beyond this» are as a drop of 
water to the ocean. Twcrpoints in this obligation 
are \yorthy of remark. The first runs thus : — **1 

WILL AID A COMPANION, RoYAL ArCH MaSON. 
WHENEVER I SEE HIM KNGAGEO IN ANY DIF- 
FICULTY, SO FAR AS TO EXTRIOATK IIIM FROM 
THE SAME IP IN MY POWER, WHETHER HE BE 
RIGHT 'OR WRONG." 

Mr. Strong, late editor of the Amtimasonic In- 
telligencer, at Hartford, Conn, has explained this 
clause as it was explained to me when I took it. — 
[The explanation is this : Suppose a companion is 
engaged in a dispute or quarrel, you are to take 
him by the left arm, grasping him with both your 
hands ; saying who are you ? I am tkai lam, come 
ajong with me." When thus accosted he is bound 
to leave the place and accompany you.] But I have 
always understood it was capable of a wider lati- 
tude, and verily believe most American Masons 
have so understood it. No doubt, in many instan 
ees, it. has been con^itrued in a manner prejudicial 
to the wholesome regulations qf society, and favor- 
able to the niost unrestrained commission of crime. 

The second is thus: **I will keep all the 

SECRETS OF A COMEANION RoYAlArCH Ma- 
80N WHEN CONFIDED TO ME AS SUCH, OR KNOW- 
ING THEM TO BE SUCH, AS SBCURE IN MY BREAST 
AS THEY WERE IN HIS OWN, MURDER AND TREA- 
SON NOT EXCEPTED ;" or SQmetimes^ **without ex- 
ception^'* but most frequently in the first form.' — 

V r^ow, although the . candidate in the master's oath, 
is taught to k^ep tbe secreta of a master mason, 
given in confidence, *^murder and treason only ez- 
ceptedf'and those left at his own discretion,*' yet it 
is reserved for the Royal Arch to require men -to 
conceaKthe highest crimes, known to human layvs ! 

^ A master mason once told me, in confidence, of a 
criminal transaction, which made him a father, be- 
fore his marriage, b^ing assured that I would never 
mention it, but that it was as secure in my hreast 
as it was in his own. His name has never' been 
mentioned in connection with the fact. 
• I am in possession of another masonic secret, 
poured into my ear by a Royal Arch Masoifi, which 
1 have never made known ; and I reveal it circum- 
stantially, now, not only to shew the nature of the 
secrets entrusted to the brethren, but also to illus- 
trate the influence of masonry -upon the course of 
justice. In the year 1826, Miss N. of Cleaveland, 
Ohio,, living in the family o1 W. O. a relative by 
marriage^ was charged with stealing a sum of mon! 
ey, and, I think, a number of silver spoons. By 
some means or other she was removed for tdal to 
Cananddigu£,N. Y. Mr. 0. was a Royal Arch Mja- 
son, and attended her. R. W. the Attorney em- 
, ployed to defend her* was a Mark-Master Mason.-r- 
, My informant, R. .S. a Royal Arch Mason, was 
present at the trial as a spectator. The guilt of 
Miss N. was clearly proved. R. S. remarked that 
''s}je fvas ^uJhy in the opinion of every person in 
/Ae Court House, " It was i trial of great interest , 

Aod attracted crowda of persona aiurious to know 



the result of it. The verdict being " noi guilty,*^ 
she was honorably acquitted. The coucliisiou was 
irresistable in my mind that the jury was conopted 
through the influence of masonry. R. W. the 
young lady*8 advocate, and R. S. are now, both 
judges of Courts of Common Pleas , one in Cuya- 
hoga county, ahd the 'other in. Ml!dina coonty, 
Ohio. • > 

The proportion of charitable donations to the 
whole iisburscments ot the order, so far as my 
knowledge extends, will be best illustrated by re^ 
lating a few facts. .1 was a memfier of Kanawha 
Lodge, No. 104 Virginia, about three years, during 
which timf^I do not recollect th'at more Ihan.twenty 
dollars was paid out for bharitable purposes : — that 
wa^ in a single sum, to a brother's widow. It was, 
however, the semi-yearly practice of this lodge to eat 
^a dinner, which was paid for out of the lodge funds, 
and cost from 80 to 150 dollars each. A brother 
was paid 66 dollar^ out of the same funds, for 
transcribing the recoids into a new book. 

The Lodge and chapter, at Cleaveland, spent sev- 
eral hundrea dollars to erect a hall for their meet- 
ings, for furniture, dress, &c. 1 do not remember 
any, charitable appropriation within 1826, except a 
loan to Mr. Williams of New ,York,'pn his note, for 
a few months. Thcie was a smalkamount paid for 
the funeral expenses of a poor brother, who died 
friendless, and without the means of interment. 

I visited Royal Arch Lodge, No. 2, of this- city, 
(New York,) in 1837. During the evening,three or 
four petitions^r charity were presented- and read. 
The applicants were represented as members of 
that lodge, m sickness and extreme poverty, and 
worthy men and masons. All the petitions wera 
rejected, but one, on the ground that there were no 
disposible funds in the treasury ! The gentleman 
occupying the senior Warden's seat, proposed to 
lend the T^oor lodge five dollars, for the relief of 
one of the applicants, which was accepted. It was 
a feceiv^d opinion among the masons, that Royal 
Arch Lodge was the richest in the city, having, at 
that very time, invested in stocks, 20,000 dollars. — 
The regular meetings of this lodge Were semi- 
monthly, at each of which Mr. Pard6ssas, lessee of 
the masonic hall, furnished a supper at the stipulat- 
ed prices of sixteen dollars ! ! 

One more fact will sufllice. Sometime in the 
autumn of 1827, 1 visited Jerusalem Chapter No. 8, 
of Royal Arch Masonry, of this city, in company 
with a mason irom Cleaveland, Ohio, with whom-1 
have since had a conversation on this subject. We 
concur in the following : During the meeting, a 
resolution was adopted by said Chapter, to. pay out 

OF ITS FUNDS 500 DOLLARS, FOR THE RELIEF OF 

THE Western sufferers, otherwise the jcin- 
NAPPERS OF William Morgan I The money 
was to be placed in the hands of a worthy compan- 
ion, destined to Rochester, who it was said, was 
also toSe the bearer of considerable sums from oth- 
er masonic bodies in the ~ city, for the same pur- 
pose. 

Thus, I have given you a brief account of such 
of my experience df masonry, as will probably be 
of service to you, in your investigation of this sub- 
ject, and am Yours Respectfully, 

JARVlS F. HANKS. 

New York, Dec. 9, 1831. 



City and ^nty of J^euf Ydrk,s.s, Jarvis F. 
Hanks of saidXity being duly sworn, says that the 
foregoing statement is in all respects just and true. 

JARVIS F. HAWKS. 
Sworn he fore me this 10th day of December,lS31. 

WILLIAMS. SEARS, 
C. of Deeds. 
Comment. 
[The last fact related in this impoi*tant deposition, 
is sufficient ^n itself, to establislv the character of 
Masonry, as it is now disclosed to the world. The 
same fact waa alaUd '\u Mi. "WVvSXXVtafe^'* t^^ort on 
the Abductiou ot ^0T^a.ii> iqa^^ ^x. >^^ ^^'\%.^<&\^w 
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National Convention, 1830. See proceeding! -of 
eald Convention, page 17. It has never since been 
attempted to be disproved by the members of Jeru- 
salem Chapter. It is now stated under the sanction 
of a civil oath, and anotliei* person referred to who 
will testify to the same fact, thus confirming the 
statements of -the able and convincing ce port above 
referred to. 'It was also stated in Mr. Whittlesey's 
report/ that there was reason to believe that the 
Grand Chapter of New York, in 1827, placed con- 
siderable sums of money, for like purposes, at the 
disposal of their Grand Scribe. This has since been 
.. proved to have been the fact, in the trial of Gould 
^and Weed, and it has also been proved that $100 
were voted to Eli Bruce, and a similar sum to oth- 
er masons implicated in the Morgan conspiracy. 
In the same repori by Mr. Whittlesey, (a docu- 
ment,, the most minute statements of which have 
since been established by legal testimony, in a~ re- 
markable manner,) another important fact is related 
in this connection; viz. that "Richard Howard {one 
of the supposed murderers of Morgan,) came to the 
city of New York, in February or March, 1827, and 
attended a masonic meeting at St Johns Hall, in 
that city, where he confessed in open Lodge, that 
he assisted in putting Morgan to death, and that he 
was furnished with funds by the Knights Compan- 
ions, then present to escape to Europe, and that 
after being secreted from pursuit by members of 
the fraternity, he did escape. Certain it is, that he 
information has been received of this Howard, 
flince he absconded, and that the officers of justice 
have never been able to penetrate the veil ot secre- 
■y, wliich concealed his flight. Page 13.] 

Friday morninff December 9. — The Committee 
met at 9 o'clock, Messrs. Hazard, Simmons, Sprague 
and Haile, as before. The third witness, Anson Pot- 
ter, a Friend, whose name had been handed to the 
Committee on the list of witnesses, was called. 

^Testimony of Anson Potter., 

JUr. Hazard ^put to this witness some of the gen- 
eral interrogatories, which had been put tq the two 
preceding witnesses, but with material variations. 
This witness was not a Friend jduring his connexion 
with Masonry. By a printed rule of the Friend's 
Meeting, of many years standing, no person can 
belong to the society called Freemasons, or visit 
their 'parades, feasts, &c. and at the same time re- 
tain his connexion with the Society of Friends. 

I reside in Cri^nston, R. L am a farmer by occupa- 
tion. I have been a -Mason of three degrees. Took 
the degrees In St Johns l^odge. Providence.' I did 
not consider myself a Mason 20 years ago.' I have 
not known any thing of the movements of Masonry 
in a Lodge since that time. At the time of taking 
each decree an oath or obligation was administered 
to me. 

In answer to 3d Interrogatory, if he was told, 
previous to taking the oaths, that they would not 
infterfere with his religious or political opinions, 
witness says — I have no recollection of such being 
the case, I may possibly have forgotten it as it is so 
long since, nearly twenty years. 

In answer to 4th Interrogatory whether he could 
repeat the oaths, witness says— I think not literally 
correct, the substance of them is in my mind. 

In answer to the 5th, if charges were delivered 
afier each oath, and if he considered them equally 
binding with the oaths, witness says^— That I cannot 
answ3r atrictly. I have some faint koowled.^e of 
one or noore charges. I did not consider the charges 
binding. I considered it as fatherly advice. The 
oaths I considered of a different c'haracter. 

Mr, Hazard read the charge from Webb, in the 
Ist degree ; and Inquired if that was read to him? 

Witness. A portion of it I recollect. I should 
think a part of it was used. My impression was 
that the charge was good. 1 think the principles 
and duties inculcated were similar to those. 



learn previous to initiation, if he wai,to take an 
oath, and what the nature of it was. 

ffHtness. leant say I labored much, because it 
appeared to me to be a principle with the Fraterni* 
ty to keep every thing in perfect darkness. It 
would have been no use to inquire. About twenty 
years ago I left the Lodge, ceased going, and 1 have 
been tdld that since my views have been expressed 
of the transaction in New York, I have been ex- 
pelled. I never had any notice to appear. I did not 
consider myself a Mason twenty years ago. It was 
a quiet withdrawal. Not notified to the Lodge. 

Mr. Hazard. Mlrink you showed your sense. 

To the 7th, if he cornprehended the force and ef- 
'fect of the oaths, when taking them — 

Witness. I did not at first. I presume few do. I 
can't say that I did, for under thecircumstances the 
oaths are administered, the mind is occupied in re- 
peating the oaths as they are deaconed ofl^and look- 
ing for something wonderful to come. \ 
. Mr. Hazard. Did you find it.'' 
~ Witness. I found nothing that I wished to con- 
tinue with. There are perhaps some men of firm- 
ness enough to attend exclusively to the mora] im- 
port of the oaths while taking them. But very 
few can. fiad I done sO, I should not have taken 
them. 

In answer to the 8tb — if he had any doubt of the 
meaning of the oaths, 4^. I had but little doubt of 
the meaning of the oaths, after I looked them over. 
I conaidered 1 had placed my Hfe at slake, if Idid 
not comply witli the oaths. I took the three-degrees 
within about six months, from the first to the Ust. 

In answer te the 9th — ^if lie applied to the Lodge 
to satisfy his mind respecting the nature of the 
oaths, and if he examined thera immediately after : 
taking them^ for that purpose .' 

Witness, I should think not. I some time after 
studied the Lectures with a friend, and then I did 
not give them so much weight as I have aince. I ^ 
had a sense of.the awful penalty I had incurred : I 
did not read them, because they ate not allowed to 
be written or printed, and are transmitted from one 
to another by memory. 

In answer the 10th — if be considered be gave 
jurisdiction to the Lodge to take his life if be vio- 
lated his oath, and also shared in the same jurisdic- 
tion over others ? ' ^ ^ 

Witness. Not particularly at the time of taking^ 
the oaths, for at that time there was not a clear 
perception, in consequence of the circumstances 
under which the oaths were (aken. On examina- 
tion, they appeared to be framed for that object. 

Mr. Hazard here held up a written paper in his 
hand, (the first intimation given from the Commit- 
tee to any but Masons, that such a document would 
lie or had been furnished by the Masons) — and said 
— 1 will read you an oath furnished to the Com- , 
mittee at their request, by the Grand Lodge of 
Rhode Island, the Rhode Island oa^h, as it is admin- 
istered in Lodges in this Siate and no doubt as 
you received it. 1 ^ill read to you the . Entered^ 
Apprentice's oath, and you may then say if it is 
the same you took. • Mr. Hazard" then proceeded to 
read the Entered Apprentice Oath from a written 
sheet of paper, marked A. 

CouMKNTS. 

[This paper bore no date, nor the name of any 
person, or any certificate where it came from, and 
no one knew the hand writing, except tlie masons, 
and probably a majoritv of the Committee. It will 
appear in the course oi the Investigation, and it is 
known from other sources, that the masons, on the 
first day of the meeting of the Committee, Dec. 7, 
were very earnest to persuade Mr. Hazard not to 
require them testate thiir oaths, because they had 
generally been considered among masons, as a part 
of the secrets they were bound not to dUc.l<MA.» ^Rlx. ^ 

\lheY aVvoMU \v^tv^ \u V>v«vx wAVi.^ %^ Sx ^^>^^>^^ 
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•edin^ masons, thsa fe f !▼• them themselves. 
Doubtless this considers tioa l|ad much weight, for 
it WW well known to them that there was a suffi- 
cient number ef seceding masons summoned as 
witnesses, in addition to those who had already tes- 
tified, fiilly to substantiate the oaths of the three 
^rst degrees. The result of this nesrotiatloh be- 
tween Messrs. Hazard, Haile and Simmons of the 
Committee, and the prinoipal masons, was, that 
the latter were to hand in their oaths on condition 
that they should he protected 'by the Chair many from 
answering any questions respecting their secrets and 
teremofdes. Mr. Sprague, ope of the Committee, 
had no knowledge of this bargain, and was upt con- 
sulted. Mr. Cornell, another of the Committee. 5ad 
not tafcen his seat with them, until after the nego- 
tiation was concluded. Mr. Hazard, after the 
first examination at Providence was concluded, said 
to one oi the reporters of this testimony, on the 18th 
of. December, that the masons would have fixed 
themselves, if they had refused to give their obliga- 
tions, as they talked of doing at first, or words to 
that effect. It also will b» seen, in the future tes- 
timony, 4hat these oaths were prepared and written | 
out in the preparation room, by an agreement as to 
the several points among a number of leading ma- 
eons, acting as a committee. Some difiiculty was 
experienced in inducing some of the committee 
to consent to givins: in their oatbs at all. Col. 
John Andrews, a high mason, and an honorable 
man, said to the write>, in the presence of John 
Hall, £s(|., that he was oh the committee relative 
to hand'uig in the oaths to the Investigating Com- 
mittee. He was for giving them in, and wrote 
some himself. Some of the committee .were op- 
posed to it, and one said he would have his arm 
ciit off sooner than he would tell the oaths. Col A. 
addded, ^a great many masons consider the oathg 
as much the secrets as any part of masonry.*' The 
masons, however, finding Mr. Hazard resolute to 
get the oaths, (the only point on which he pressed 
thekn through the whole investigation J and perceiv- 
ing that they would be proved by others, suddenly 
. arrived at the conclusion that their oaths were not 
a part of their secrets, and that they had no where 
sworn to keep the terms of the oaths themselves, 
,fiecret. Under these circumstances, the paper con- 
taining the oat|is of the three first degrees as agreed 
upon by the masonic committee, wis^ handed in on 
Friday.] 

[The following is a correct transcript of the three 
oaths in the three first degrees of Masonry, as fur- 
nished by a Committee of the Grand Lodge of 
Rhode Island, in the manner heretofore stated, and 
delivered to the Chairman, M^r. Hazard, by Grand 
Master Cooke.] 
OBLIGATION OF ENTERED APPRENTICE. 

<*L ■■ ■■ -, of ray own free will and accord, and 

in the presence of Almighty God and this Right 
Worshipful Lodge, erected to htm and dedicated to 
holy St. John, do hereby and hereon (that is on the 
#Io}y Bible, square and compaep) sotenmly and sin- 
cerely promise and sivear, (or affirm) that I will 
always nail, forever conceal and never reveal, any 
of the secretary, parts or points, of the mysteries 
of Free Masonry, to any person, under tlie Canopy 
of Heaven, except it shall be to a true and lawful 
Mason, or within the body of a just and [JawfulJ 
regular Lodge of such ; and not unto him or them 
untilaflerdiie trial, strict examination, or by the 
lawful infbrmation of a brother, I shall have found 
him or them as justly and lawfully entitled to the' 
same, as I am myaeu. I furtheriuore promise and 
swear, . (or affirm) that I Will not write, print, cut, 
carve, {>aint, stain, or engrave them, [or cause the 
same to he. done by others'] upon any thing moveable 
or immoveable, whereby the least letter^ figure or 
character may become legible or intelligible, so 
t}jhi the secrets, of the Crait may at any time be 
4/ahwfuI/y obtained , 

AJJ Uiw / promt09 ttmJ 9wev (or aiBrio) with V 



fixed and steady purpose of mind in me to perform 
the same, withou.t any equivocation, mental, reser- 
vation or secrect evasion of mind in me whatever— 

BIKDINjG MTSe'lF under no less FEHAL.TT THAIf 
THAT OP HAVllfG MV THROAT CUT ACROSS FROM 
EAR TO BAR^ MY TONGUE TORN OUT BY ITS ROOTS, 
AHD THAT BURIED IN THE ROUGH SAND OF THE 
SEA« AT LOW WATER MARK, wqERE THE TIDK 
EBBS AND FLOWS TWICE IN TWENTY FOUR HOURS. 

So help me God, and keep me steadfast in the per- 
formance of this my Entered Apprentice's Oath aud 
ObUgation." -f 

FELLOW CRAFT'S OBLIGATION. 
I,.. — _., of my own free will and acoord,in the 
presence of Almighty. God,'aiid tliis Right Wor- 
ahipful Lodge of Fellow Crafts, erected to God, and 
dedicated to St. John, do hereby and hereon* in 
addition to my former obligation, solemnly and sin- 
cerely promise and swear, (or affirm) that I will 
always hail, forever conceal, and never roveal, any 
of the secrets of Freemasonry appertainingr to the 
degree of Fellow Crafts, to any person onder the 
canopy of heaven, unless it shall be to a true and 
lawful Fellow CrafI, or within the body of a just 
and [lawfiil] regular Lod|re of such, and not unto 
him or them, until after due trial, strict examina- 
^on, orbyUie lawful information of a Fellow Crait, 
I shall have found him or them to he as justly and 
lawfully entitled to the same, as I am myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear, (or affirm) that 
I will aid and assist all worthy dretrensed Fellow 
Crafts, BO far as I can do it without injury to my- 
self. I furtheimore piomise and swear, (or affirm) 
that I will answer all lawful signs or tokens, which 
may he given or eejnt unto me from a true and 
lawful Fellow Oafl, or from the body of a just 
and lawful Lodge of such, if within the first angle 
or sqoare of my work. ' 

|Ail this I promise and swear, (or affirm) with a firm 
and fixe(l<Te8olution to perform the same, binding 

MYSELF UNDER NO LESS PENALTY THAN THAT OF 
HAVING ^T'LEFT BREAST TORN OPEN, MF HEART 
TAKEN FROM THENCE, AND GIVEN AS A PREY TO 
THE BEASTS OF THE FIELD AND FOWLS^ OF THE 
AIR. 

So^help me God, and keep me steadfast in the 
performance of this my Fellow Craft's oath or obli* 
gation. 

[The words *4f within the first angle or square 
of my work," are understood to have an allusion to 
operative masonry, and to mean a straight line from 
one corner of a building to the other. J 

MASTER MASON'S OBLIGATION. 

"1,^ ,of my own free willjand accord, 

and In the presence of Almighty God, and^ this 






right worshipful Lodge of Master Masons, erected 
to Him and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and 
hereon, in addition to my former obligations, sol- 
emnlv and sincerely promise and swear (or affirm) 
that 1 will always hail, torever conceal, and never 
reveal, any of the secret myste/ies of , freemasonry, 
appertaining to the degree of Master Mason, to any 
person under th^ canopy of Ifeaven, except it shall 
be a true and lawful Master Mason, or within the 
body of a just and [lawful] regular Lodge of such, 
and not unto him or them until afters due trial, 
strict examination, or by the lawful iniormation of 
a Master Mason, I shfijl have found him or theto to 
be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I 
am myselH , ^ ^ 

1st. I furthermore promise and swear, (or affirm^) 
that I wUl answer alt lawful signs and summonses f 
which may b)R given or sent unto me from a true 
and lawful Master Mason^ or fr»m the body of « 
just and lawful lodge of such, if within the mngtb 
of my eable-tow. 

8d. That I will aid and assist all worthy dist^esn 
sed Master Masons, their widows and orphans,so far 
as I can dolt wWhoulVn^uf^'Vo m'jaaM ot tvcmW^ . 
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AS HT own, >rHXlf COMMITTID tO MK IV CUARflZ 
AS SOCHy SirVKDER AND TREASON EXCEPTED. 

4th. That I will abide , by and support the by- 
laws of the Lodge of which I m4y become a mem- 
ber, the constitution of the Grand Lodge yndor 
which the same is holden, and the general reguia- 
tations of Masonry. ^ 

5th. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) 

that I will not be at the making of a.woman a Mil* 

son, a young man under age, an old man in dotage, 

-JIB alhei:)t, a mad man, or a fool, knowing them to 

be such. 

6tb. Tliftt 1 will not wrong a 'brother or deprive 
him of his good name or sulfer it to be done by 
others, if in my power to preyentii ; but will 

APPRIZE HIM eir ALL APPROACHING DANGER, SO 
TAR AS IT SHALL COME TOMT KNOWLEDGE. 

7th. That I will not violate tHe chastity of a 
^roUi6r*g tbife^ daughter^ sister er mother ^ knowing 
them to be suck^ 

8th. That I will not give the Master Mason's 
word, except on the five points of fellowship, and 
not then above my breath, unless absolute necessi- 
ty .lihall require it. All this > 1 promise and swear 
(or aMiln) with a firm and fixed resolution toper- 
form the same, Bwhijuot myself cnder no less 

PENALTY THAN THAT OF HAVING MY BODY SEV- 
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JER.ED IN TWO, MY BOWELS TAKEN OUT 
BURNT TO ASIDES, AND THOSE ASHES SCATTERED 
TO THE I'OUR WINDS OF HeaVEN, MY BODY 
QUARTERED, AND DISPERSED TOWARDS THE FOUR 
CARDINAL POINTS OF THE UNIVERSE, SO THAT 
THERE SHOULD BE NO MOKE REMEMBRANCE HAD 
OF ME AMONG MEN OR MASONS FOREVER. 

So help me God and keep me steadfast in' the pjer- 
tormance of this my Master Mason's oath or obliga- 
tion." 

'[Jfoie. Appended to this obligation wad the fol- 
lowing sentience, bat it was not read or sworn to by 
any one, during the examination, nor was there any 
evidence as to the source from which it came, or 
the authority on which it was founded.] 

''Succeeding each obligation a chsfrgn is given 
which may be" found m Webb's Monitor, and 
which explains the duty of a Mason under the obli- 
gation. The Monitor is used as a book of refar- 
eace by Masons, and is always depended oo, for cor- 
rect information respecting the seven first degrees.** 

{^Cole, In the same manner . the following sen- 
tence appeared, appended to ihe entered j^pprenti- 
ces oath. No witoessi testified >hat this ez plana- 
tiun had ever been made in any Lodge, or by what 
Masons \\ was^ver so explained. The Committee 
did not read it or ask any question respecting it,nor 
was it known except to those Who furnished it and 
theCommitteer, to be attached to the oath, until some 
time alter. It should therefore be understood that 
this explanation is in reality no part of the testimony, 
because no inquiry was made respecting it, and no 
witness vouched K>r its accuracy. On the contrary 
every Masonic witness as well as seceders, swore 
that the oaths were no where explained different 
from what they read, in or out of the Lodge. This 
paragraph was thrown in, as a mere supposition of 
the opinion of Masons, without stating what Ma- 
sons ; an explanation got up, without a shadow of 
Masonic, authority, to soften the qath, since the^ 
murder of Morgan. The only explanation of this 
sort ever given by Masoosi was giVen m the Ad- 
dress of the Rhode Island Grand Lodge, put forth to 
quiet the jealous inquires of the people. The ref- 
erence to the by-laws has nothing to do with the 
oaths, as will be shown by subsequent testimony, 
the ** transactions of the Lodge" i^t meaning the 
oaths, but the ordinary business concerns. The 
Chairman of the Irnvestigating Committee stated 
himself that he so understooxi it.] 

[^*The explanation 0»ven by Masons of this penalty 
is * that I would rather have, or sooner have my 
throAt cut, kc. than fo reveal, &c.* And there Is 
MO drikU in lUe Oy^Uwa of (he Lodgss in Ptov'i- 



denee, which provides ** that if any member* shall 
disclose any of.the transactions of the Lodge^ to tho* 
disadvantage of the Craft, &c. he shall be admon* 
ished or expelled." (See 15ih article ofthe by-laws 
of St. John's Lodger «od the i4th of Mount Ver- 
noaLodge.) 

Testimony OP Akson Potter. - [Continued.]. 

Mr, Hazard^ after reading to the witness the 
entered Apprentice oath, Irom the mangscript 
marked A. inquired ofthe witness if that oath was ' 
administeref) to him in the first degree.. ^ 
^ Witness. That I presume is about literally cor- 
rect, as it was delivered to me. There may be 
some alterations that do not strike- me on hearing it 
read. 

Mr, Hazard, I now read from the same Lodge 
the form ofthe Fellow Craft Oath. 

Mr. Wm. C. Barker, (Master of St. Johnsf Lodge, 
and most Eminent Commander of the Encampment 
of iCnifrht Templars) said, the first part is all tiie 
same as in the entered Apprentice oath. Mr. H. 
then read the Fellow Crait Oath, irom the manu- 
script form. 

Witness. I pr^ume that is the substance of the , 
oath I took. I do not recollect the expression 
'^square and angle ofn)y work." 

Mr. Hazard. I will read theManter Mason's oath 
furnished me by the Grand Master, and Mr. Wil- 
kinson, and Mr. Giinhell. He then read that oath . 
from the manuscript, and asked if it was correct. 

JVUness. 1 should think it was substantially the 
same. There are some omissions and verbal altei- 
ations. Among those to be excluded, in the oath I ' 
took, was a hermaphrodite. Thei^e was somethiujf 
in the oath relative to the grand hailing sign of 
distress.. 

[The clause in Bvrnard was handed to Mr. Haz- 
ard, which he was requested to read to witness.] 

Witness. Something of that kind was in the 
oath. I never road the oaths in Bernard. So far 
as the expression, ''furthermore do I promise and 
swear that i will not giv^ the grand hailing sign of 
distress, except I am In real distress, or for the be*« 
ne&t of the craft when at work,'*I am pretty con- 
fident it was in my oath. At present it strikes mei 
that was abdutvall jreflitive to the grand hailing 
sign 



Mr Hazard. W«r have been also furnished by the 
same Lodge with a copy ofthe charge adminis- 
tered before taking the oath, which I will read to 
youv ' 

To the candidate. "Before we proceed to give 
you the secrets of Freemasonry, tt will be necessaV 
ry for you to take an oath of obligation such as all 
Masons have taken before you; whereby you tcill 
bind yourself to keep inviolable all the secrets that 
may be communicated to you. This obligation is not 
intended to interfere with your religious or political 
opinions. And sometimes the fprm is changed and 
put in this manner: * This obligation is not intended ^ 
to interfere with your duty to yourself, your neigh- 
bor, yout country or ytJur God.'^ .Have you any 
objection to taking such an obligation ? 

♦* To the candidate who has no objection, the fol- 
lowing obligations lye administered." — Was that de- 
livered to you? 

Witness. I have no recollection of any such 
eharge before taking the oath. 

The 11 th Interrogatory was put to witness; if he 
knew of any secrets in Masonryi, except those dis- 
closed inBe'rnard's Light and Al'lyn's Ritual? 

Witness. I never read Bernard's Lishton Ma- 
sonry or Allyn's Ritual. I* have Morgan's Illustra- 
tions. The three first degrees in Morgan are sub- 
stantially correct. [It was here stated that Bernard 
was a copy from Mqc%«».« vcw \Joka >5c>xvik ^x'«^. ^^* 
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IVitHcss. I think thcY)y law^ wera written, but 
not printed, I think. Ikiiew ot no secret by laws. 

In answer to- the l3th Inierrooralory, wiinerw says, 
ho knew of no other oaths, than those he has stated. 
^J'lie Hth Interrogfatory, he thinks he has answered 
before. , ♦ 

To the 15lh — If he ever heard the subject of Ma- 
sonic penalties discussed in a Lodge ? 

Witness. I don't recollect that I ever did in a 

I«odge. I recollect after the Lodge was closed, as 

it is called, in the sitting room of the Lodge^ where 

we met to eat. and drink, as we usually did every 

night, hearing Masons on more than one occasion 

«ay, that tlie author otMachin and Boaz, published 

in 1767,'or 8, had been put to death by Masons, for 

divulging Masonry. This book 1 remember hearing 

' talked of by Masons, twenfy-five years ago. The 

circumstances under which I received it are faintly 

on my fuind, b^nt I am clear as ti) the fact. [JVote. 

^ Mr. Haile wrote do\«n this question, leaving out 

** by Masons for divulging Masonry." Mr. Turner 

insisted on having it put down in the words of the 

, witness. We believe it was finally done so.] 

Mr. Hazard asked if he understood them to say 
that the author of Jachin and Boaz was murdered ? 

Witness. My impr fission noio is clearly that they 
did not consider it as a murder^ hut a necessary 
consequence of^MorSonic obligations. It was mention- 
edf as IpresumCy as a CAUTION to show the bind^ 
incr nature of our obligations^ and the importance 
oj not divulging the secrets. 

^Remark. — Some difficulty here occi^rred about 
writing down this answer. Mr. Haile made some 
observation, about the witness wishing to have fiis 
answer written down, which was not distinctly un- 
derstood, and it is therefore omitted. The witness 
explained ''that he meant that in the conversation 
> after the closing of the Lodge, respecting the killing 
of the author of Jachin and Boaz, the suggestion was 
it grew oat of his Masonic obligations ; not that he 
was murdered, but that he was put to death , ac- 
cording to Masonic law. Witness was satisfied 
with leaving out this part, but that .was his under- 
standing." It is a fact that the above answer, 
which is here stated In the precise language of the 
witness, was entirely omitted in Mr. Haile's min- 
utes. The witness added further— *'I considered 
It then as generally understood among Masons that 
Che author of Jachin and Boaz< was put to death in 
consequence of publishing the book disclosing Ma- 
sonic secrets, in violation of M&soDic obligations." 

Mr, Hazard. Was the subject talked of openly, 
among th€ members ? and do you undertake to say 
. they justified the murder ? 

yfitness. It was never a subject of public con- 
versation. It would be difficult to tell at this time 
how Ireceived it, bat it was never a subject of 
public remark. I do npt remember ever to have 
heard that circumstance discussed as to its crimi- 
nality. It was mentioned as a circumstance that 
hacl happened a long time ago, and probably never 
would happen again. 

16iA Interrogatory. Did you ever hear the sub- 
ject discussed of the power of the Lodge to infiict 
any higher penalty than expulsion, and did you ever 
know of any higher punishment ? 

Witness. I don't remember ever hearin'g that 

subject touched*upon at all, as to what power they 

had. I never knew of any punishment inflicted by 

the Lodge, unless the notice I had of being expel- 

Jed, is such. 

nth Interrogatory. "Were" politics or religion 
ever discussed in the Lodg6 ? 

Witness. Politirs nor religion was never the 
subject of deliberation in a Lodge, when I was 
present. The charges appeared' to be of a religious 
nature. My experience in a Lodge was probably 
not more than twent}' evenings. j| presume it was 
a principle of the Lodge at that time to exclude 
po/itieg and religion from the Lodge while it was 



IQth Interrogatory. If wilnesii ever felt/bound 
to give his vote for a Mason, in preference to a het* 
ter man not a Mason. ? 

Wltneiis. No. For myself perhaps I have been 
under as little of that influence as any one. I have 
no doubt it has art influence, but I never considered 
it a.s growing out of the professed principles of 
Masonry. There was nothing in the professed 
obligations or principjes of Masonry that imposed 
ppon me any political duty. Nothing in that duty 
as I considered, which had th« least bearing on my 
political npiiiions. I speak of it as it was as 1 un- 
derstood il, twenty years ago. I know nothing bf it 
' since then in the Lodge. 

Mr Hazard asked what influence he meant to say 
ilhad.? V * 

y/itness. I meant to be considered that there 
no doubt was a considerable influence arising from 
a brother being at the head of a Lodge and making 
.Masons, or from a brother being liberal and furnish- 
lYig a supply of refreshments. It was a general in- 
fluence obtained by such means. In this state I 
do not recollect any instance of a masqn treating a 
Lodge. 

"idth Interrogatory. If witness, when on a jury, 
would have been influenced by his masonic obliga- 
tions to give a verdict for a brother mason, in pref- 
erence to one not a mason? 

Witness. It never would bave^ had that influr 
ence on my mind, I trust. 1 considered the obliga- 
tions as leading to that; pointing that way', but they 
never had that influence on me. 

2i)th Interrogatory. If witness ever knew a judge, 
jurpr, or other officer, practice upon this construc- 
tion of masonic oaths? 

Witness* I have been but little in' courts. I 
never saw any thing of that kind. 

21st Interrogatory. — If the forms and ceremonies 
of Lodges in this gand other states are ulike? 

Witness. They are, as far as my knowledge ex- 
tended. 4 remember in visiting a Lodge in Nor- 
folk, Va., the Senior Warden came out to examine 
me. I thought I was but an indifferent mason, but 
I found him so rusty, 1 had to instruct him in the 
pa^'s signs, and I was praised for my being so bright 
a mason. It was praise I did not covet, for I never 
felt much desire to become .acquainted with the 
science of masonry as it was called. 

Mr. Hazard. Masonry is the only science I know 
of, in which the greater the ignorance the greater 
the merit. 

Question from Mr. Turner.-^ What was the na- 
ture of the subjects usually discussed among the 
members, after the Lodge was closed? 

Witness. After the Lodge was formally closed, 
the subjects discussed in the Eating Room were 
various. There was no regular aubject. Desultoiy 
conversation and songs. Usually sung about our* 
selves, showing what worthy men we were. 

Question from Mr. Paine. — Did yoa promise in 
your Master's oath to obey. the grand bailing sign 
of distress? 

Witness. I think that in my Master ' Mason's 
oath, I did promise to answer the grand hailing sign 
of <di8tre<)s. I am not positive it was in the olath; 
I think it was. 1 am confident it was in the oath, 
or that I was so charged. 

Question from Mr. raine. — If that sign was.tnade 
to you, how did you consider it bound you as a 
mason? , 

' Witness. I believe I never made up my mino 
fully'how I should act in that case. I never made 
it, nor had it made to me. I wish to convey the 
idea that I never felt myself much botind by my 
masonic oaths. If it had been to the extent of a 
quarter or half a dollar, to a wortbv brother, and 
perhaps more, I should have answered it; but not at 
the expense of principle. X tf ust I never should 
have done that. 

Question from Mr. Pain^ . — Did you ever hear a 
mason jualifj the murder of William Morgan? 
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V^itness. I never hearti a magon fully jtislify the 
tnurdiBr of MorgaQ. I have heard them use expres- 
Bions which seemed to imply a sentiitient that way. 

Mr. Hazard here spoke up with some WArimii. 
— The Committee are not desirous of hunting up 
scandal. I consider it no better than scandal, lo sit 
here to hear our fellow citizens charged with justi- 
fying murder. 

J\fr.' Turner sukl ho presumed the Committee sat 
here to get at the tr^th, which he had always under- 
stood to be no slander. 

The testimony of Anson Potter here closed, and 
the minutes taken by Mr. Haile, were read to the 
witness, and by him signed. 

WiLLARD BALLau. — FouTtk WUrtess, 

Resides in Warwick, R. 1. Is a throstle spanner. 
I am now a Mason. Have never publicly secided. 
Have taken seven degrees. I was admitted and 
took the four first degrees in the town of Paris, 
county of Oneida, State of New York,, in Federal 
l^odge No. 80. Took the other degrees in a Chap- 
tor at New Hartford, New York. I have been mas- 
ter of a Lode in Rhod» Island, Warwick Lodge. I 
think it wasin ]8[2a 

Mr. Hazard Kead the Entered Apprentice Oath, 
from the Grand Lodge paper. ' 

Witness* ** My body buried,'* as I received it:— 
(instead ofOiatj the tongue buried.) The substance 
is the same as the oath 1 received in N. York. It 
differs some in phraseology. 

The Fellow Crafts oath being read. Witness says 
that part stating I will always hail and never reveal, 
&c. is inciuded in the Entered Apprentice oath, arid 
uot given in this. The same oaChs I have taken in 
-N. York, I have heard administered in Lodges in 
this State. I took the six first degrees as laid down 
in Bernard substantially. I have examined that 
book and the oaths as there given are substantially 
stick as /received in JV. York, and have seen admin- 
istered in Rhode Island, up to the three first dt^ 
grets. 

The Entered Apprentice oath is the same, as in 
Bernard. The Fellow Craft is the same, except 
squkre and angle of my work. 1 have seen the 
three first degrees adntioistered in Manchester 
Lrf)dge, Coventry, and Warwick Lodge, R. I. [At 
the request of Mr. Paine, Mr Hazard read the Mas- 
ter MasoQ*8 oath from Bernard.] Witness says that 
part, I will fly to the relief of the person giving the 
grai\d hailing sign of distress should there oe a 
greater probability of saving his life than loosing 
my own, is in the oath. -He is certain that he swore 
in his Master Mason's oath to support the constitu- 
tion of the Grand Lodge of the U. States which is 
not in Bernard. He also distinctly remembers that 
clause, that if any part of this obligation be omitted 
J win hold myself amenable thereto, whenever in- 
formed. That is substantialy correct as I received 
the oaths. I have heard the oaths in the three first 
degrees administered in this Slate, iu the same form 
in Manchester and Warwick Lodges, except some 
clauses in the latter oaths were leil out. Tne omis 
sions are, *' that \ will remember a brother Master 
Mason when on my knees offering up my devotions 
to Almighty God." This is left out .in the Rhode 
Island Ledges. Also, ** That I ^111 go on a Master 
Mason*8 3rrand when reqaired." No other materi- 
al altera tion in th^ oath. 

Mr Fjbine requested that witness might be asked a 
question relative to the members of Manchester 
Lodge jiaving used Morgan's book to initiate a can- 
didate. ' ' 

Mr». Hazard evaded it, and among other ofiensive 
remarks, said, *' The Masonic du^hill hasproduced 
a frreat many Antimasonic vermin.** 

^ Mr Turner^ {aside)-^^^ And you think you are 
the cock ot the walk to gohble them up, but you 
will find yourpelf mistaken." 

Question from Mr Pains. Did you ever rocelvs 
A htter in Muome cjph$t, U §o 0tate i%% 



Holiness httB received a letter in the Royal Arch 
cypher addressed to Ixim ^at Warwick, post marked, 
MidJletown, Upper Houses. There was nothing in 
the letter but the ibllowing signs. 

FL>LT1L DV 
VALLVL 

The reading of the ^isiis was** REYENGE IS 
SVVKETE,' when interpreted by the explanation laid 
down iiiBeinard,p. 138. liiave nevei* taken the de- 
gree of U. A. Mason. I never have formally with- 
drawn from Masonry. I certified a paper that Ray 
Potter gave the penal clause of the Entered Appren- 
tice oath correct. I gave the certificate 35th July last. 
Ihave no means of ascertaining whether the Royal 
Arch signs I received came from a Mason or an An- 
timnson. 1 can merely give my supposition. 

Question from J: S. Harris, (Antimas9n.) Will 
you state what yoti believe to have been the occa- 
sion of your receiving that letter ? 

Witness. In 1827 I thinic, I was at Manchester 
Lodge, Covencr/. There were two candidates to 
be initiated that night. There was no one present 
that belonged to the Lodge, that fell coinpBtent to 
give the obligation. Several of the members in- 
quired, if any of them hnd got Morgan*s book, and 
they could give tho oblierafions out of that. I told 
, of it afterwards. That I supposed was the reason 
of my receiving that letter. I know of no other. 

The last degree I received was Most * Excellent 
Master. The fourth degree which I took was called 
the Union degree. 

In answer to question from Mr Hazard. I ha^ 
seen the R. Arch Chapter cypher some }ears before 
I saw it iu Bernard. 

In answer to q;iestion from Mr Wm. HarrU, (An- 
timason) if there was a penalty in the Union degree.^ 
There was a penalty in the Union degree. It was to 
have ttiy body severed from shoulder lo hip, diago- 
naHy. 

Question from 'the same. Was the word affirm 
ever used in any Masonic oath you ever heard ad- 
ministered. 

Witness. I never heard it used or used it my- 
self. 

Barney Phelps. — Fifth Witness. 

Resides in Mansville Smilhfield, R. Island. I apt 
a Machinist. I- have taken three degrees in Ma- 
sonry. I have never publicly seceded. I am not 
an adhering Mason. I took my degrees in Colum- 
bia Lodge, No. 34, in Brattleborough, Vermont. — 
The oaths administered to me were subistantiaUy the 
same as those in Bernard. There is no material va- 
riation. I received the degrees in the Fall of 1826 
I think. I was convinced that the obligations were 
not binding on me, after about two y^ars.. I con>.^ 
sidered them binding for about two years. 

Question put by request. Did you. ever hear any 
Mason m or ont of the Lodge, justify the murder of 
Morgan ? 

Witness. I heard a Mason say ' that allowing 
Morgan had got his throat cut from ear to ear, and 
the book he had published was true, justice wai 
done him, or words to that effect. - . -- 

Mr Hazard here began to look stem*and proposed 
a number of queries to the witness. 

Witness. The Mason was Timothy Bracket of 
Guildford Vermont. It was sometime in October,, 
1830, in the highway near the doer of his House. — 
His wife was present, and a sister of mine. Don 'I 
recollect that any body else was present. I stopped 
at his house in a wagon, and he came to the door.-^ 
The subject of Masonry was introduced among us. 
( thought k was not justice to murder Morgan. He 
did .not appear to be angry. We were on friendlj^ 
terms. 1 never hear^ a^l^ tKwi%\s^v ^^s«kV^'"^vk'^ 
respectaVAe mvn. 
J Air. HatATd. ^wti^wiW^%^«AVK^^J^ 
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Mr. Baxard. AU ! He wag your fn$nd then 
waa he ? 

yViineas. I considered it so. 

Mr. Hazard. JVelt, this is a pretty office to do 



■ndthifl too, long before it was at all. beUaredfJi 
Rhode Island, out, of the Lodge, that Mer] 
been murdered, and at the verj time MasotSTftti 
doors, were pronouncing ttie accounts from tbe'j 



9/(7t/r FRiKND, to slandsr him in thii way. (iMut-' West to be abominable lies, and declaring in thin 



terin;;.) These kind of tell tale things — cootempti 
ble ! 

[The witness who was an entire stranger, and a 
<1iffident and very respectable young mechanic, here 
seemed greatly distressed at the treatment be re- 
<;eived. Recovering himself he said I was acked 
>;ir,and I thought 1 must tell because I had sworn 
to tell all the truth.] 

Mr Hazard. The Committee hav^e tio desire to 
listen to these shnders. 

OvlavVjl's.cjlki>— Sixth Witness, 
besides in Cumberland. Is a Blacksmith by pro- 
fession: 1 suppose I am a Free Mason. 1 have ta- 
ken five degrees. Took three in Massachusetts in 
Pacific Lodge,at Amherst. Took the other two in the 
Mark Lodge, at Cumberland, R. 1. I think in 1827. 
f A question was put by reqnest,what bad occurred in 
the Grand Lodge in 1827, when he was present, 
relative to the murder of Morgan.] At the time 
they chose officers of the Grand Xjodge,ata regular 
Lodge meeting in Cumberland, R. Island, I think 
in 1827, it might have been in 182S. Richard An- 
thony was Grand Master at the .time. There was 
present Mr Peter Grinnell one of the officers, Bar- 
ney Merry, if I am not mistaken, and I believe 
Samuel Greene, and some other gentlemen from 
Providence I Ido not recollect. Richard Anthony 
spoke about the killing of Morgan. It was the first 
time I heard of the death of Morgan, Mr Anthony 
said there was. no doubt that Morgan was killed. 
He said probably it would come «|ut iir print 

8hortly,HE SAID HE SHOULD READ IT IN HIS FAMILY 
THE SAME AS ANY OTHER PRINT, AND LET IT PASS, 

or words' to that effect. Nothing else passed upon 
<baft subject in the Lodge, as I recollect. 

Mr Hazard, Are you a political Antimason. 

Witness. No. 

Mr Huzard, Are you a Maeon then ? 

Witness. I have not set in any Lodge since 
then. > * 

'Mr Hazard. Have you seceded. 

iVitness. No Sir. 

Mr Hazard. Let us know whether you are fish, 
fieah or fowl. AHer a pause Mr H. said do you 
consider yourself bound by any of the obligations 
ef Maaonry ? 

Witness, I do not 

' CpMMENTS;. 

[Several questions bad been prepared to ask Mr. 
Packard^ who had reluctantly obeyed a special 
summons, ebtained from the Committee by the re- 
quest of Antimasons. Mr. Packard had 'never SC' 
ceded, and though disposed to tell the whole truth, 
he evidently labored under strong apprehensions of 
the consequences of di.<ipleasing the Masons. Pre- 
vious to his examination be haS said to ah individ- 
ual that the understanding of the Grand Master and 
others present, respecting the killing of Morgan, 
seemed to be that it was the duty of Masons to pass 
it over and say nothin? about it. Questions were 
prepared to bring out Uiis fact fully ,but at this time, 
it being after dinner, Mr Hazard had become so 
stern and almost savage in hie manner toward the 
witnesses, that it seemed cruel- to expose them to 
his sarcasms, by proposing any question. The cqoi' 
mittee shew no disposition to get at all the witness 
kjiew on this subject, and it is a remarkable fact 
that Past Grand Master Anthony was not called to 
explain a»ray tbi» singular circumstanee, nor (to 
our koMiwiefif^) wasany other pehK>n named by the 
witnesa#as present in the Grand Lodge in I8S7, 
queatloned at all on that point by the Committeev— 
The faot,M it stands unexplained, is this. That the 
witness, a Mason, beard the killing of Morgan first 



papers^that Morgan was travelling about the coqd 
try, or up in Canada, selling his books ! The Graal 
Master toid the Masons then, as thi^i witness depoi* 
es, that Morgan was killed, and -probably it would 
come out in print shortly. Even he, doubted (lie 
poWer of Masonry to keep tMb murder out of 
print, but says he, if they do print it 1 shall read it 
in my family the same as any other newspaper 8to> 
ry and let it pass ! Without a word of censure, 
though he knew the penalties Morgan had swon 
to and that he had been killid, by Masons, in Htenl 
conformity to those penalties. This fact shows too, 
that the Grand Lodges in different states, knew of 
the murder of Morgan, long before it was believed 
by the public. ' They could only have le&rnt it, it 
that period, from the Maspnic bodies in N. Torit, 
and yet they did all in their power to keep fb« 
people in ignorance of that crime. Such is the mo* 
rality inculcated in the Lodge Rooni ! To illw 
trate the baleful influence ofMasonic oath8,9till fir 
ther, it should be stated hero, that Past Grand Mtr 
ter Anthony, alluded to by the witness, ie 9 hith]f 
respectable manufacturer, and a citizen wliow 
character has always commanded the highest r^ 
spect. He^nei«of the murder of Morg^an, it ap* 
pears in 1827, and yet he stopped the Rhode Islaod 
American, some time afler, when that paper came 
out Antimasonic, and endeavored to aid in bringing 
the murderers of Morgan to justice-, merely ht- 
,cause it published what he kneio to be facts re* 
specting Masonry ! Such facts defy comment !] 
» ■■■■ ■■ 

Friday .Afternoon, December 9. 

Abraham Wilkinson — .Affirmed, 
Resides, in North Providence. Never was a Ma- 
son^ and does not think he ever shall be. 

i^estion. Have you ever lieard any Mason or 
Masons express their approbation of the killing of 
Morgan ? if so, who were they, what did they say, 
when was it, and on what occasion. 

Witness. I have a number of times, soon aflef 
the news of the abduction of Morgan. Some Mi* 
sona Would justify it and some wpUld not. I recol* 
lect but one at this time, who justified the killiof. 
That was Samuel Greene, then of N. Providenca. 
He said that if Morgan had disclosed the secrets of 
Masonry, he did not see why any body need com- 
plain, for he had sufibred no more than bis just de- 
serts, or what he had agreed to. Either one or (be 
other of theae expressions. It was made in the N. 
England Pacific Bank, or by the door» There were 
several present. It was sometime in 1828, 1 think 
William Harris was one wbo was present, I do not 
recollect any other. The subject of the abduction 
and murder of Morgaii, led to this conversation.— 
It might have been commenced by me. I took an 
early interest in the subject, and was considerably 
exoited about it. There was an argument bet weai 
me and Mr Greene, at the time.' He appeared to 
be some considerably excited. The argument was 
not of great length. Mr Greene spoke wilh his usoal 
warmth, when in' argument. Not any more as I 
know of. I have found in a great many conversa- 
tions on this subject, some Masons justify the mu^ 
der, and some not But I never found any who did 
not seem to get over it very easy, with a smile at 
the excitement. I cannot recollect When or wheia 
I have heard other Masons express this opinion, bat 
have frequently beard then say that Morgan waf 
a poor, dissipated, perjured rascal, and if he was 
killed be had met with hia just deserfs, and that I 
was meddling with what was node of my business. 
And when I said what a serious circumstance it was, 



. , .^ ^, and mentioned hia wife and children. Masons have 

meatiooml. In m <jrran4 Tjetdgik, by the Grand Mas- 1 said, she 5»w txol Ywa viXtfe* otj^Vj »i ^toatltate picked 
r^r, wbo Mid timtm nwj no doabt he was hUhd^ > up in tbtt. f»xu^% ol ¥VvA»L&%\t\i\u. \ Vivt% Xrw^. 
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^ WM in the Ro^ tr Williams Bapk, Providence, in 

^828, 1 ttiink. Nathaniel Smith and Wm. Harris 

'^rere present Samuel E. Gardner, of SmithfieMv 

Cashier of Lime Rock Bank and Master of Mount 

l^oriah Lod|ce, came in. After salutation he said to 

me« I nnderstand you are a patron or encourager of 

^hat^Free Press, at Fawtucket. Suppose 1 am, said 

J, is' there any thing in it nnlawfuli that I haye not 

ai right to do ? Why, says he, it will do you more 

SfijUry than every tliinf^ you ever did in your life. 

Says r, you alarm* me, be good enough to ie)i me in 

"what way I sm to he'l^niure^ for doing that. S^ys 

iie,it wij(l be done wnjf ^if unseen hand.' 

Mr. Ifasuird, Are you well acquainted with Mr 
-iQ^ardner, and did yon consider him a hot headed 
^oung man, who would otter ^uch expressions with- 
<mt any meaning, and tlid you consider what he 
said in character as a mere bravado, or did you be- 
Jieve it ^as intended as a warning, o): fi threat ? 

ViU^sM, I have known him for fi^oen years. — 

^e is pretty frf (rifted)* in conversation, >talks 

^fireely, afid speaks his mind without the fear of any 

1>ody, a^d never saw any thing in him but what f 

'^MtnMdered him to be a correct young man. I coo- 

^idcre^ what he said to be in exact accordance with 

'^h* principles of Masonry^ I dould not tell what 

^o meant, but his couutepance looked white, as il 

lie spoke the sentiments of his heart. I was impros- 

M9d seriously with my danger upon reflection, and 

■!^avo remained so ever since, having seen nothing 

^to alter, but much to add to my cause foir it. 

'Mr. Hatard. Were your opinions tonnerly 
•Jriendiy 4o Masons ? 

Wtinssff. Yes. 1 did not withdraw my con$- 
dence from them, until this Morgan business. 
' (^estions handed in by Masons at the table. 

1st. Whether yon have called the Masonic Hall 
-in Pawlucket, tHe daughter kousef Ans. Yes. 
2J. bid you ever say you did not doubt that five 
hundred'persons had been put to de^ib in St. Johns 
Hall.' 

IfUness. i ^ave no recollection of ay^r saying 
athat I believed any person had been murdered in a 
Lodge in Rhode Island. I may have said that 1 be- 
lieved the Institution had been the cause of the 
"^ death of hundreds. I meant to couple it with the 
9hli0>tions of the institution which enjoin death. 

Here Mr. Haaard went into a long cross exami* 
^nation respecting the reasons witness |iad for believ- 
ing that the-author of Ji^chin and Boa^ was killed, 
and for his belief that other masons who had reveal- 
ed the secret^.had been put to death. Mr. H. particu- 
larly pressed the witness a^ to the date of the pub- 
jicaiion of Jachin and Boaz^ &c. Witness wished 
to have time to consult the publications in which 
he had seen these statements. His impression was 
*that it was Samuel Prilchard whorwas found niur- 
.dered in the streets of London, about a hundred 
years ago, or more, and that Misonry dwindled to 
,iiothiug in conseqiieoce and became the laoghU^g 
.etoek of the boys. 

The deposition wsi here left for the witness to 
produce documents on this point. 

William Harris of N. Providence, Manufactur- 
er ,affirmed. Was present on an occasi6n w'^en Sam- 
uel Greene, (named by forrtier witness.) of Paw- 
.iBcket,a high Ma^on, said that if MQrgan had been 
ffuilt^ pf disclosing the secrets as had been charged 
on him, he had suffered justly. 
' l^r. Hazard, H^ve you heard any other Mason 
jBstifyHhe rounler'. 

^' Vfitness, 1 belisve I have heard one other Ma- 
.fon justify the murder of Morgan. It was Mr Bar- 
nay Merry, of North Providence, recently Grand 
Matter of the Lodge. He oW^ved that if the ac- 
count was correct, il Morgt^ hdd. revealed the se- 

*Thlt was explaioed to have reference to a term com- 
. OTOiB in tb0 lambar tesioessL A bonrd m/ree rifM/»hen 
n lyi/i'lsses/v 



mason and never have been. Some ten or twelve 
years since I' was encouraged by Mr Hexekiih 
Howe, then of Pawtucket, a Royal Areh Masbn, t^ 
join the Lodge. I asked him this gnestion, vhethof 
if by any means, sleeping or waking, I should be 
weak enough to disclose any of. the oaths or eeerete 
of Masonry, what would be the consequence ? Hf 
said, very ffqlemrdjfy U would be death. He residef 
now in New Vbrk, neaV Albany, is a manufactarer,' 
at the establishment of Payid Wilkinson, as I havf 
understood. Said Howefs a Royal Arch Mason, ta 
t am j;iformed, end was at that time. He Was a 
pretty free spoken man. He' was most open on 
Masonry, of any man 1 knew at that time. 

Wiineis. Has not had any other material cei^ 
versation. About two years ^go, was in coover; 
eation with a peraon ]yho is a oaptain of ^ vessel.—^ 
'Witness would prefer not to state his name, bnl 
could do it if it were necessary. 

Mr. Hazard insisteo on tho name. 

Yfitness He had been a high Mason. Hie namv 
was Chase, Joseph, i think. He now reaides in 
Pawtucket Her stated to me that in a voyage be 
had made, some years before, about 95 peruapS| 
thoy were in distress, and saw a French veseej a.p|r 
proaoh^ng. l^is eajitain gave the French' vessel a 
Masonic Kigna],bat could 'n9t bring her to. He came 
to Mr, Chasfe and stated that he could not bring the 
vessel to. He then undertook it himself as being f 
higher Mason, irom what 1 could draw from him, 
and after hilling the ship, gave a Masonic signal.— ^ . 
Said Ghaae in relating this circumstance, suited 
the action to the word, and made the signal in mjr 
presence, probably not supposing that f would un-i 
derstand it. 1 then said to him I kniew how he did' 
it, by giving the grand hailing sign. [Witness her^ 
pointed out the sign in Allyn's Ritual p. 152. an^ 
said that ^99 the sign he made.] L>pt.,U. then beg- 
ged of me not to mention the bircunifttance to any 
one, for he was fearfuj that the Masons would servo 
him as the V did Morgan. It struck me t^»t Jie was 
alarmed. ' 1 slated to .him that 1 wo^I^ i)ot injury 
him. This was my reason for dc|icU.c4"K ^ S^^^ ^^^ 
name. I then staled to him what I had seen in Sol- 
omon South wick's paper, \hat he' had for some titnf 
telt himself in jeopiiidy, hot there was one consola- 
tion that Masons had already killed one too manift 
to attempt the liks again. 

Mr. Hazard asked if this refiasrk ,was mfule by 
South wick when he wss a candidate ior Governot? 

Witmeot, I thiok he/ore. « 

Mr. Hazard. It is tJie first time I ever heard 
any body quote Qolomon Southwick, ei^cept John 
Howe. 

Question (y JIfr Simmons. .Wfia Samue^l Greeno 
fipt to be excited when argtiing on Masom y, &c. 

Witness. It is my inipreseloQ t^at he. was,, and t 
he was Vet ty zealous. The /M^ne remark would 
not apply io Barney Merry. He" is a very cool m«ii. 
i think there was no argument between us. I t,hink , 
it was produced by one question alone, and that, I 
think came from me about the (Lid napping and proh^ 
able murder of Morgan. The conversation yt\ih 
Merry might have beeip f year after the news of 
Morgans murder or more. 

question ky Mr. If azard (respecting btsiLiiaw|* 
edge of masonic vigns.) 

Witness. 1 uii} troubled with rather a sboct 
memory-i-but ^t that time could give a homber o^ 
them. It requires a retentive ni'emory to be a 
bright mason, 1 h»ve atodied Bar'naid's Light on 
Masonry and I think he goes to 44 degrees includ> 
ing French and Prussian. My indncemei^t^ ^^^y- 
ing th9 signs was to watch the OfMiration ^ Free- 
Maaonry^which I Imve done for the la^t ^2 years. 

qiifisUon Ay do. Were you a signer of the late 
A ntr Masonic meroam)L^%sA^-\n»^^«^^ '^'^x^i^*^ 

tad ^aa m\ >te «itat kiixV^M^v"^^^^**^''*'.'*" 
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Stats. For (hat tot in netaing forward and being a 
member of tbe Anti Masonic State Committee. 

(Mr Hazard here interrupts witness and sayff — 
"thenyoa are a party") — I was accosted by a friend 
ot mine,a high mason,who stated to me with a great 
deal of earnestness, that [ had better keep bacit in 
the baclc ground — that he- was persuaded that it 
'would be very much to my injury to have my 
name made use of in that way — he said I mi^ht do 
as much in the h^ck ground^— I might push the 
thing as hard as I pjeased against masonry, but as 
a friend he prayed that I would not come forward 
again in the way that I had. 

This was Crawford- Titus,wiih whom 1 have been 
intimately acqaainted/or 13 or 15 years. 

Question by da. .Were you present in the late 
Antimasonic Conventian--rdid you vote on. the ques- 
tion declaring the Anti^ma^ons, a political party— ^br 
did you approve of that vote and are you attached 
to that party ..' Ans. I believe you may say all 
thut — 1 was present-^1 think I did so vote and I 
approve of the vote and am attached to that party. 

Question by Mr. ISimmons. -At what time did 
Mr Titus give you that advice .' and what diTl you 
suppose was his object ? It was about two years 
|incie, I think y betore Anti-masonry assumed much 
of a political character in this state. I cannot say 
.positively what his object was — but supposed it was 
because he was fully acquainted with the operation 
of masonVy -and out of purely friendly fttlings to- 
\Bards~mt» 

Mr. Hazard here weht info a vexatious-examina- 
tion abou| the state of parties. Sargeant*8 trench 
law suit and quarrels in Pawtubket where Mr Wil- 
. kinson was interested against Masons. 

,lVitnfSs. There was a' strong party feeling in 
Pawtucket — there was bitterness' of feeling in the 
community there. T^ere was such ji suit. David 
Wilkinson was a Mason. ^ 

Mr. Hazard. Were you present lit the R. W. 
Bank when the conversation between Mr Wilkinson 
and S. £. Gardner, mentioned in the deposition .of 
Mr Wilkinson, topk place ; if so what part of it did 
you hear? 

Witnesi, I was present and heard the latter part 
of ft'-that part of it in which Gardner said it would 
be done by an unseen hand* 

It being late in the evening, the Committee ad- 
journed. 

Saturday Mornings . Dee. 10— The Committee 
met at 10 o*clock, present as yesterday. 

Dr B. W. Case of Newport, was called and 
sworn, and the Committee examined him tor about 
an hour. In the mean time Rev. Daniel Greene, 
who had justified the murder of Morffan, as stated 
by Mr Chase, appeared and requested Uiat he might 
be examined in regard to the cOnversatmn with Mi 
Chase. Whether he had been summoned by the 
ff Committee, or had appeared voluntarily, was not 
explained. • , 

Mr. Hazard directed Dr Case a (f«ecedHig Ma- 
son) to suspend hi9 testimony, and- Mr Greene, (an 
adhering Mason) tookr the stand. 
Revd. Uf niel Greene, (Mason.) -^Ith, Witness. 

Mr Haile road to witness that part of the deposi- 
tloiiof Levi Chase, which alleges that witness de- 
clared to him, Morgan had suffered accordingly to 
his obligations, and he was asked if he recollected 
that conversation ? 

Witness. I reqollect if my memory serves me, ol 
having three conversations with Mr. Chase in pri- 
vate, on the subject oi Masonry. The first was at 
Captain Bakers. 



[Mr. Hazard here said, " Mr Coeke, we shall want the 
other oaths." Mr Cooke, the Grand Master then handed 
a paper to Mr Hazard. It should be borne in mind that 
Mr Greene was the first Royal Arch Mason exam- 
ined, and it was necessary to avoid having to rji^CDr to 
ihe oaths in Bcrnard,«houid any question be asked.] 

^,^J^J!^% Vl^ conversation is not all correctly tiens that were taken by and administered tp ySu. 
ai0a tyy Mr CbMse, AHer som9 oihwcoof ersalion, , tha same lis iWa ttixxVavvi^^vtv KW^n ^tv§. ^x^td> 



r asked of the paoflt af the house th« liberty (* 
<step into som^ other room, by ourselves. Wgwwl 
into another room. I asked him if he^iftd ▼fKedt 
Lodge lately. He said he had not. I told him it 
Tas doubtful whether he could get into a Lodge et 
that time, if he had not visited one.ior some time, as 
there was a great deal of excitement in coow- 
qucnce of many books that were al>out, and some 
iinposters The Grand Lodge had taken great pre< 
caution, and instituted something new among Iheoi 
to check these impo^ors, when they should appear, 
and that if he had not learnt that, he could not be 
able to visit a Lodge until ho had; and I should ad> 
vise him to get it immediately, if he intended to t»- 
it the Lodges. I don*t remember that any thin; 
particular took place after that. I told him if he 
had been there last night, I could have vouched for 
him and he could have taken the degree, and tint 
he could not get it except at the Lodge of which be 
was a member, or by being vouched tor by a brother. 
There was no conversation at that time,, that took 
place with us, respecting the murder of Wiltiaa 
Morgan. I don't remember particularly. 

Mr. Hazard. Was there ever any conversati<a 
between you relating to the murder of Morgan.' 

Vittness. I would like to be asked a question ob 
that point. I had a conversation with him on that 
subject, alone by otirselves, in my keeping rooo, 
after eleven o* clock at night, I can't remember jtut* 
IjK how the oonversaiion was introduced, but tiie 
substance, I think was this. He asked me if Ibt- 
lieved that Morgan was murdered, or his life been 
taken. I told him that according to the accounts! 
had received, the best I cobld get, I believed he was. 
He then asked me itf I believed the Masons did it I 
told him 1 believed they had, according to the ac- 
counts 1 had received in the papers I read. My ex- 
pressions were these, that 1 thought it was an aM 
thing before God, yet we were not to blame for what 
others did, and that there was no society but wfail 
had its bad members, and that he well remembered 
that our Congregational brethren in Salem haD| 
the Quakers, but we were not to be blamed for it. 
I never justified the murder of Morgan, no further, 
and never meant to be understood so. 

[Koie. A question was here written by Mr. Hal' 
lett, and handed to the Committee, '* If a Congrega* 
tional Church should retain at its communion, mem- 
bers who had hung the Salem Quakers, and all other 
Congregational Churches in the country,sbould con- 
tinue to fellowship that Church and be bound to re* 
ceive the murderers at their communion table, 
should you excuse them by saying they were not to 
blame for what others did?*' While Mr. H. was wri- 
ting Uiis question, Mr Greene said that lie was very 
unwell, and wished to be excused from haviDj{ 
questions put to him. He had only come to explain 
what he understood Mr Chase had said about him. 
He should prefer being examined further, if pecee* 
sary, some other time. The Committee did notpfit 
the question, nor was it put aflerwards.j ^ 

The witness here entered into an earnest <}e- 
fence of himself. He said, it was the injunc* 
tion of my father in law, whose ashes ate now 
in the graye, that I was about to take an obli- 
gation which was not to interfere with my politici 
or religidn. ^ was a witness in a case in Boston be-, 
fore Judge Wilder," in which A. Wilkmson wa« 
Plaintiff and Benson Defendant. It was between a 
Mason and an Antimason, and I told the truth in 
favor of Mr Wilkinson, (the Antimason.) I am a 
Mason. I have gone to the orders of Knighthood, t 
took the three first degrees first, then up to the Roy- 
al Arch, and then to the Knight Templar. I took 
them inclusive' to the Knight Templar, lii the 
Lodge of Pawtucket and Chapter and Encampment 
of this town. I do not recollect . the names of the 
persons who gave me the degrees. 

Question by request. Are the oaths and oblfga- 
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Witness. X could not telt you. I b&vt never 
read AUya or Bernard. 

Question by request, dan you repeat the Koight 
Templars oath ? - . 

Witness. The oaths of the higher degrees, / 
^ould not remember if it was to gain a Kingdom. 

Th2 oaths of the Entered Apprentice was then 
read to witness, as furnished by the Grand Lodge. 

Witness. I shouid tiunk Its amount about the 
same/ I thought there was some variations in 
4»ome of the words. [The witness was <iot a^ed to 
^oiot them out.] 

The Fellow Crafl's oath was read and Master 
Masons from the same paper. 

Witness. According to the best of my informa- 
tion or memory, they seeiu to me to be substantial- 
ly the same. 

Witness does not recollect that part of the obliga- 
tion, that he will hold himself amenable thereto if 
any part of the obligation is omitted, ^whenever in- 
formed. Never heard any thing of the kijnd. 

Witness wiB asked, by request, if hb remember- 
ed the following clause i.i the Master's oath. *Fur- 
thermore do 1 promise and swear should lever bear 
the grand hailing sign of distres8,and the person giv- 
ing it being-iu distre^, 1 will fly to his relief, &c.' 

Witness. My nieiriory does not serve me, so as 
to be able to state correctly, whether I recollect any 
thing about it. He begged to-be excused at this 
time. 

Mr Hazard here said that the Committee did not 
contemplate examining him in full extent. The 
Committee had prepared interrogatories, embracing 
the whole subject. 

Witness said as to the higher degrees he^ could 
not attempt to give them. 

The witnesa was here excused, with the under- 
standing that he would be called again, if wanted. 

[Xote. It was thought remarkable by some, that 
tlie witnass should remember his three first degrees 
pretty accurately, which he took many years ago, 
and yet could not remember the higher degrees, 
which he had taken much more recently, ^* if it 
were to gain a Kingdom.*' It should be remember- 
ed that no masonic witness, at this time, had been 
examined as to any degrees above the Master, nor 
was it known, while he was under examination, on 
Saturday, that the Masons had handed in any oaths 
abuve the third degree. Several questions were 
written by Antimasons, with a view of di'awing out 
the oaths in the higher degrees. The witness, how- 
ever, plead indisposition, and pressed the Committee 
to excuse him, until some other time, and he was 
excused. He was called again several days after, 
and examined further. Irf this report the order of 
time in which each witness was examimed, will be 
preserved, unless where it'is stated to be other- 
wise.] 

Nathan WniTiifG. — Sth' Witness. 

Resides in Ea^ Greenwich. Is an Attorney and 
Counsellor at lapt. Is a Mason, has talcen three 
degrees together with the check degree. Took 
them in King Solomon*s Lodge, at East Greenwich. 
Has been Master of that Lodge, liardiy thiriks he 
can repeat the oaths from rceollection. The Grand 
JLodj^e oaths in the three first degrees, were then 
read to witness. 

V(Uness They are substantially the same, with 
mome variations as I took,and have administered, them 
in said degrees. It sometimes used to be administered 
in the Fellow Craft, * within the length of my ca- 
ble tow,* instead of ^square and angle of my work.' 
In the Master's degree aAer * murder and treason 
excepted,' is added, and that at mv option. — 
This was the usual form. In other respects this 
Master's oath read is substantially the same witness 
has been acquainted with. 

(The Chairman was here requested to read the 
eatlis to witness from Allyn, but be refused. He 



in by the Grand Ledge. This was finally don ia 
a very reluctant manner.] 

Witness was asked by request if in the Master '» 
oath he recollects this clause, * That I will not give 
the grand hailing sign of distress, xiules^ I . am in 
real distress/ &c. 

Witness. 1 think I never heard it in the oaths,a» 
administered. ^ 

Que!)tion by request. Is it taught in the Lec- 
tures? 

Witness. It is as a matter of instruction.- 

Question by request. Is the duty of obcdiencs 
to this sign taught at the same time, as a Ma- 
sonic duty' 

Witness. The use of the sign and the duty to 
obey it are also taught, and pointed out. in the Lec- 
tured. 

The several clauses in the oath given in -Allyn, 
not included in the Committee's oaths,were marked 
off, and the committee requested to put ihem to 
witness. Mr Hazard inquired if the committee 
saw any importance iu putting- the questions to 
show the difference ? Some eonvers^iioh took 
place between the Committee, on this point. 

Mr Hazard, Buid he considered that the. varia- 
tions wefe wholly immaterial. 

Mr Sprague considered that it was of some im*> 
pof tance. 

Mr Hazard insisted it was wholly immaterial^ he 
said the difference .between the oath, waa merely 
verbal. As the oath is repeated from memory^ it is 
impossible it should always be alike. Dx. $!^ase haa 
testified that. , , . 

Mr Hazard here complained of the trouble the 
Committee were put to, by^ these questions. Mr. 
Hallett offered ^o take the written oaths, and com- . 
pare them with the printed, and prepare questions^ 
arid point out all the differences. MrHazai^ wished " 
he would do so, and the written oaths of the 3 first 
degrees, were afterwards handed to him for that 
purpose. 

Mr Turner said it was useless to prepare ques-' 
tions for the Chairman to tear up. Mr Hazar4 
said be had tore norie up that ought to be put^ Mt 
Turner said he thoUi^ht differently. Mr Hazard v ' 
replied that he should tear them up, if they were 
not considered material. Finally Mr Hazard agreed 
to put the omitted clauses to witness, and tlie fol- 
lowing clauses from the Master's oath in Allyn 's 
Ritual were read« 1st. *'That 1 will not be at the 
initiation or raising a candidate at one communica- 
tion, without a dispensation." 2d. That 1 will %o - 
on a Master Mason's errand even barefoot, to s&va 
his life or relieve his necessitiee^ . 

Witness. The first is given in some instanceSybut 
not generally. The second. No. 

3d. '*' That if any (hirt of my obligations is omit- 
ted at this time, I iwill hold myself huswerable 
thereto, fitc.'* 

Witness does not recollect that it was ever so 
administered. 

* Question from B. F. Hallett. Did you ever, as 
Master of a Lodge, explain the penalties in the three 
first oaths, and if so at what lime, and in >vhat 
manner. 

Witness.- I never gave any explanation of the 
penalties. 

Questionfrom the same. Did you ever deliver 
Lectures in the Lodge, and it so, what subjects did 
they treat of; Were they designed to explain the 
siffns and ceremonies ? 

Wan^s. 1 have delivered lectures. They treat- ^ 
ed of moral subjects, and were in explanation of the 
mode and manner of initiation, and working in the 
Lodge. - 

Question from the same. Did you ever receive , 
a check degree or oath, and by whom, and for wU&.t. 
reason was it ti\stv\.MV.^d. 

Witness.. Yxftcwi^^^ ^^^x^vi^ fsa^^i^s. >^i^ ^^x^t^^^ ^ 



oaths to witness from Allyn, but be refused. He\ Vvitness.. \Tftce\N^^^^^^f,x^vi^ fsaxvics. v^A^^'t^^ ^ 
was then requeated to jMt (o him the clauses in the \ debtee «L\id ^L^a^taVcko^ W Ve^Vw^^i^ ^i'^wv %s5^'^^V3^^^^ 
Mtft /4 A//fo n0tgiv9a im ihiB wiitten cmth^handed nccoual ol Moxft^tCB ^\&t\o%\xtt*» 
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^ ^ncictim from iia, Wher^ dl4 fov nnderttaofl U 

bfii^nated ? . . 

»^t/«c«t. I nnderttood it origiaated in and wti 
prescribed by the Grmkd Ledge of JVew York, and 
foeommended toother Lbdgis. X do nbt romember 
wliether I took an oatb in that dojpree, or not 

At 3 o'clock, P. M. The Committea adjooirned 
dntii 10 o'clock Monday morning. 

Moiittdy Morning, Dee, .13. 



^ Committee met at 10 o'clock, Messrs. Hazard, 
gpragne and Udite present Simmons absent. 

■. ' ■» 

JoHif Browh-^JVWA tVilness. 

, Reside! in East Greenwich, (is Clerk of the 
Court of Common Pleas for Kent County.) 1 have 
beeii a Masoh. Was initiated in North -Carolina 
rising Iwenty fire jears ago. Took five degrees in 
tlie saoi^ winter. Never liate- Uikan but fivede- 

frees* I wais told that one of tlie two last (l^rees 
took, was #rong, (the Mark Mast^f8,)as I received 
thftm. Havt not been inai Lodge of Mark and Past 
Masters sinea. HaYe been a-member ot East Green- 
wich. Lodg^ (and Secretary of it) for many years. 
Ido not eon^ider myself a secflding Mason. I was 
expellwl as I understood. I had violated no obti- 
gations of Masonry. I had even avoided reading 
|^orKaii*s book that I /niabt avoid being questioned 
its to its truth. ^ I had given my ojiinion freely of 
the Institution as to ita antiquity, and the truths of 
its traditron«N— that they were unfounded. I bad 
- stated to (b« Lodga that at the expiration of the 
b6^ceof Seervtaryt irhich I tben held, I should no 
logger frequent tha Ijod^. I considered the obli- 
gations binding en m« to eonceil the nef^rets, uhtil 
the Grand Lo<lge tfafv what I eonsidefed a dispea*- 
sation, m their Addrassts the people in June Ust. 
. Mr naiari inquired whether he was a political 
Anti-Mas(>ti. 

4 ■ 

. fVitneis. I do no^ understand Antimasonry to 
ne political anlmch ; butl cotislder that it is oblig- 
ed to tuty politically to accomplish its object io put- 
^ting 4P^n thil Idstttutiap of Free Masonry. I 
cannot fepeat iha pbligatr^'nft verbatini. I recol 
lected enou^H of thilm to a#oid the.tiolation of them. 
The Entered Apprentice oath from the G. Lodge 
^aper wa# reiid. 

. WitAeso. That is substantially the same I think, 
except the bodv biified, instead of the tongue. 

Fellow Craft's oath read from same form. 

IVUnen. Tha Fallot Craft's oath, I thtiik is sub- 
stantially the tame. Italmo^ carries me bilck to 
the scenes 1 passed through. 
' The Maoter*B oath' was then r^d. 

Witnees. In the Master's degrei,^* and that at 

MV oww ;opTioir," I recollect was ttscd after *' mur- 
[der and treason excepted. Witn<e^ refers to the 
{practice of-administering the oath iij the Lod^e at 
£»st Greenwich [a Lodge subordinate, to the Grand 
Lodge, aiid but 18 miles distant from ihe Lodge io 
rrovldence.j 1 think in the penalty it read that 
there should be no more rememhranee had among ' 
ihen and mor)e e'speeialty among Masons, of so vile 
*d,ipftt^ as f shall ho were I. ever to violate my 
'*bligatlon, Ac. 

JMraai^ri. Htive you not confoundted the oaths 
received in one Lodi^ewHl^ those you hav« heard 
in another. 

Witness. I re'ceived all this -derress I ever took in 
j^orth Carolina, >nJ I may 'haVe blended the^oaths 
I' there received with those kdminstered in fiiist 
'Greenwich Lodge. 

Question by reguest.^ln tHtf Lectures what is 
'the answer tQ the question " wfiAt Mkea yon a 
iMawn?" 

The obfy ahswe t ever bfard is *< Mr 
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Wihkssn, i After heard th« word ftfflnn nseiii 
any oath.' 

Mr Hazard* There a|>pears to be « haekUMi 
about that word. Did you ever know any oneti 
refuse to swear in a Lodge. 

fVitnrss. I nefer^did ? ^ 

Question ly request. Were you ever asked ifl 
the Lectures why you ha^ a cable tow xottnd 
your neek or body ? 

Witness. 1 rem'eii^er but little of the Lectures. 
My impression is the question was asked. 

Qjatstion by do. Was the answer that it waa de* 
signed to show that ili yon advanced in Masonry; 
the ontbs become more and more biriding ' . 

Witters 6oeB noi recollect. 

Question by Committed. Before takin|^ the oath 
were you tt>ld that it.wotiU not interfere! with your 
religion .of politics .' . ' ~ 

Witness. . I have heard the question lii^ually ask' 
ed by th6 Master whether the candidate is williii{ 
to take an obligaiion that is not to interfere withbii 
religion or politics. M^ Impressidh is, it is invaria- 
bly asked in the Master's degree. 1 am notcertaia 
as to the other degrees. 

Q^estion from B, F. HtUlett. Did yon ever 
know ili.a penalties in the oaths to be explained ioi 
Lodge to mean any thing but death ? 

Witness, Only as they were given. / never 
knew any other than <Ars literal con stKCctigv, 
as they read. I never heard them explaincil io mean 
any thing but wkeU they sny.*\ * 

Question proposed by Maso-nH'. Old not the by- 
laws of the Lodge provide for the expuLoion of t 
member who should disclose any of the transactiooi 
•f the^udge ? 

tVitness. Thefe. Was no article in our by-lawi 
te expel a mem be <* for disclosing the transactmnidf 
the Lod^e. There Was an article in the by-laiirf 
for expeiUng n. member who should, violate them. 

Question fVofb W. Paine, Ji. Were the Oatfai 
incorporated into the by-laws ? 

Witness. They were not. They were not te Be 
written. . ^ . 

Question from B. F. Hallett. What is m- 
dersiood by the transactions of the Lodge Room ? 
Do tliey include the oaths and penalties, or merely 
tbe business. 

Witness, They do hot include the oaths or pen- 
alties, as 1 have said before, and relate only to the 
Buiriness of the Lodge. 

[Mr. Haile did not pat down eithef the abors 
question or answer, saying it was unnedeasary, be- 
vaose the witness had answered it liefore J 

Mr. Hatiird was here requested by, WalterPaine, 
Jr. to question the witness as to the variations bs- 
tw^en the Master Ma^on^s oath, as handed in by 
tbe Grand Lodge, and the printed oath in Allyo. 
Mr Hazard said this was puting tha committee te 
a great deal of unnecessary trouble. If Mr. Paiae 
wanted these ijuestions put, it was his bosniess to 
have tlien there in writing. 

B. t. HaHett-^You neked n^the other dav, 
(Fridity) to prepare the variations between foe 
written and printed batha, and I went without my 
dinner in order to do so, while the coinmittee ad* 
jo^rned at noon. When they met in the after* 
noon, I handed }rou the variations, with all -the 
questions^ we wished to have asked respecti ngr them. 
You took the paper, and without reading it, imme- 
diately strippi&d it np so, (making the motioH of 
leburely tearing up papef in small strips) and thtcil^ 
tiie pieces under the tdble: 

Mr. Hatard. Did 1 1 Weli, w«il..^Can't yod 
write them oiit again.' . He was told that ihe)r 
could be written out again,- and that in tlit 
mean time the witness could be a^ked respecting 
the variations, as they' were marked 6ff in pencil in, 
Allyn's form. 

Mr. Hazard theh read frpm Allyh the first elaose 
olDaiUtd \xi \\l« Oraiu^ LqAk^ fnavYw, Vva« ^^V 'wVllnoft 



work; and should I ht« thatsijern giienf or hear 

tha words aceoropanyitig it, I wHl fly to the relief 

-of Ihe person so giving it, should there be a greater 

probability of saving his Ufe ih.tn losini^ my own.** 

Witness, I remeniber someihing about it. 1 re- 
tnember 1 was charged to obtij that sijrji as far as I 
toold sf.9 U by days or hear the explanation bu nij^ht. 
I do not retoll^bt the words *' for the beneht ot the 
Cfiift when at work." 

Mr. -HaZArd next read this printed clause ** I 
will not be at the initialing, pasiSingor raisini; a can- 
Midate at one <iominuuication, withoiit .a dispensa- 
tion from thf> Grand liodge lor that p(if)$08e. 

Witniss* I dorit recollect any such thing. 

COMMRNTS. 

[Mr. Haile has put this down wrong, and made 
the witness contradict himself by puttin|f the 
Wrong answer to No. 2 ot the questions marked E. 
This witness was questioned out of Allyn, fiom 
Tariations marked in pencil, belore the written 
viiriafions were used by the Committee, they hav- 
ing been torn up, as above stated. The second 
question Mr. Hazard atiklMl, him oii the variatirms, 
i^i as above, to which Witness answered No. 
Mf. Haile in his minutes here, calls the 2d varia- 
tion as follows^ " 1 will apprize him of all approach- 
ing danger," and theii puts the, witness doj^n as 
•aying ** I do not reftollect any such thinj?/' when 
■|e8t before he has sworn to these precita words in 
the i^ritten form of the Master's oath, pref^ared bj 
the Grand Lodge^ This blunder of Mr Haile was 
not corrected bv wittiess^ because the questions and 
answers were hot read ovisr to him directly togeth- 
er. It however furnished a raluable hint at the 
time, to a looker on, by which Mr. Haile whs after- 
wards unconsciousl ymade to put questions in a form 
that caused several adhering Milsons to *swear to a 
pertain expression witen told it wAs in the Grand 
Iij<6dge oath, and the^ afterwards le swear they 
never heard it, when it was read to them from a 
paper marked £., as one of the variations, in Allyn*8 
printed form ! This striking fact wiN be ahown in 
Its proper place.] 

Mr. Hazard f then proceeded to put the Tariations 
to witness, vh. '*I will apprize a brother Mason 
of all apfwoaching danger" 

Witness. Yes. 

*vWill go on a Master Mason's errand barefoot, 
5tc." 

Witness, Don*t recollect tliat. 

**li any part of this my solemn obl^gaiion is omit- 
ted at tlus time, I will hold mytelf answerable 
thereto, whenever informed.** 

Witness. Recollect that, and think the oath is so 
md ministered. 

Mr. Hazard here put the l(Hh standing interroga- 
tory, whether witness considered he gave and took 
jurisdiction, as far as he could, over life, by assum- 
ing the penalties? 

WUneits. I think I did understand ihb oaths, 
4hat I gave the Lodge jurisdiction over my life, as 
%r as 1 Md the power. 1 understood thi^t f sub- 
jected my^lf to these penalties, . nod that 1 Was to 
share i^ f^csame jurisdiotioii. That was the con^ 
structioii aa^I then understood it. 1 thc^ught from 
the antiquity of the Institution, aAd that every 
thiog that was dene having been aanefioped by king 
Solomon and both the Holy St Jolms, it rouat be 
right Moreover Nathan Whiting (master of the 
IfOdge) was the^rst^o^^ I ^Ver heard say that 
the penalties were not ^6 ^ so understood aud In- 
flicted; and that was ^fter the murder of Morgan. 
I do nut IIO10 so cobsid^r them. 

[Most of this answeir is left out by Mr. Hnile.] 

14lh Interrogatory. t£ when he took the o^ths, 
be ephsTdered Uien^ iVkcompatible with eiyil duties. 
Witness. I never expected they wottfd come in 
conflict with my religious, moral fir l^ivil obllga- . 
tions. . i did not bestow ipuch thi^ught upon it, \ 

iit» \ 



aidd character of members of this fnstitBtloA (o bA 
such as would sanction what it enjoined. 1 was to 
keep the secrets, I considered, subject to. the penalty. 
I did not exercise any private jud<];meni irbout ft^ 
but comideied Iroui the antiquity ot tUe In^titutioAj 
and ils boing snitciioned by «uch nances th>tt its oh- 
jigatiuns must bo iforrect. . And were 1 (>bhvinced 
of the triilh 6f its tradition!* and its afttiquity^ as 
tuu};ht in th^ L'odirea, 1 t<h;)uld fv:;el that I had done 
wron^ in aniiWeiSns any interrogatories. That 
1 thej;e wan no power that could bo highef {ban such 
a power,, to- make me depart from my vo^ of se- 
crecy. 

24th Interrogatory. What do you consider the 
objeet of Masonry to' Ite.^ 

Witness, 1 have had different views of it. I 
have in fbniier tijues, when-^I believed its traditions, 
and the date of its origini had an exalted opinion of 
it. At other times I considered it as a mutual in'< 
surance, not as a benevolent Institution-. What 
they call cMilrit^ is not auch, but merely a right of 
elaimins: what is one's due. 

16lh Interrogatory. Did you ever hear the nt^ 
tare and extent of the penalties discussed in any 
Lo<lge. 

Witness. I think I never heard the nature and 
extent of the penalties discussed in a Lodge. Ther^ 
is perhaps some explanation in tho Lectures. We 
sometimes had lectunea after the Lodge was cloaed. 
The explanations are Ijtid dov^fl in the Lectuies. 

l^fih Interro<ratory. Did yoil ever hear a Lodge 
claim the power to inflict a higher punishment than 
expulsion.' 

Wiifiess, I do not know that I ever hea^d it 
mentioned in a Lodge that they had* power to in* 
flict any hi^Eher penalties than expulsion, nor eveit 
expulsion except as it is mentioned in the by-lawfi 
I never knew personally of any punishment by A 
Lodge. 

18th Interrogatory,, relative to politics and relig< 
Ion. \ 

Witness, I never heard the subject ^f i^eligioH 
or politics discussed in a Lodge, and I think thtf 
by-laws prohibit it. I never knew a Lodge TV 
nominate a candidate for political office^ or combine 
as a Lodge, tS ^k;bt him. 

In answer to 21st Interrogatory. 

Witness, I liever practiced on the consfilrdctioll 
that my Masonic oaths boi^nd me to iavor a Masofi 
to the injury of one who was not. If I hAd a fkvof 
to bestow I considered.! had a Hght to select wbd 
I would bestow it on. 

Question by request. Did |ou believe that your 
Maaottic oaths lioUnd you to assist a Mason to Xb4 
injury of one not a Mason ? 

Witness,. I considered if I coald assist but op#{ 
I should give a brother the preference. 

In answer to 22d. ^ 

Witness. I never knew Masonry to be uatod as a po- 
litical engine, or to obstruct the course of -justice Stt* 
far as my own observation has extended, but I am 
satisfled it has been I now, answer from my owit 
knowledge. If the question was put to me' 
do I know if General Jackson is President of the 
U. S. I should answer nM of my personal knowl* 
edge. Witness wishes his answer that he neve^ 
knew the grand hailing sign to be given orpraA* 
ticed upon by a Jttdgli, &c. in a Court of law to b4 
understood as s|ieaking of his own persoiial knowl- 
edge. The {grand hailing sign, as stited in Berii* 
ard. witnete recollects to have received part of. 

Queaiv6n from Waltef Paine, Jr. What ia. the 
manneir iit motion with which a Mason entora and 
leaVei i Lodge * 

Witness, By eiving the due guard of that de- 
gree, a aign Tvhich he gives on entering and leaving. 

thie Witness was asked by Mr. Paine to-ezplam 
what that sign is ? 



Ub\e anwftu«^ >Q!Qk^^^ . 
Mmt /itir« h9kg% mUi p^Mm^ ft* Miti^ity ^ Mr Bmuird. \t i<Mk Vvs% V£| 
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disclosliijg; thoM ei^nsi we htiv^ no idem, sf burden- 
_ ing any man*s conscience, 

IVilncss, 1 do not know that I have gone so far 
ai that. I do not know tliat I have ever violated 
my obligation of secrecy. I never look any obliga- 
tion to conceal the oaths. [Whcm the witness was 
asked to disclose the nature of this sign the Ma- 
cans silling at liie table evinced a feeling something 
like horror at tiie sacrilege they bCenied to antici- 
pate would be comihitted. The^' were evidently 
luueb relieved by the reluctance of the witness to 
answer. The witness was readily ej^cused by the 
Committee. The circumstance is worthy remark, 
as illustrating the wonderful power Ms^nonic oaths 
have to bind down their victims. Even this re- 
spectable witness, thoufrh he was convinced Ma- 
sonry was a wicked institution, and had entirely/ 
renounced it, yet (such was the torce of the ille- 
gal and criminal oatiis he had taken) he lelt a re- 
luctance to reveal the secrets he had improperly 
sworn to conceal.] 

Question from W. Paine, Jr. Did you consider 
yourself bound as a Mason^ to give a preference to 
a Mason, ^vcr a personnel a mason, under the same 
^ Of similar circumstancesf 

COMMENTS. 

[Mr Hazard had uniformly put this que8tion,and 
he continued to do so afterwards, in this form, which 
rendered it entirely nugatory, viz. — * Did you eveT 
vote for ^ ^candidate you least liked, and thought 
least gualtjiedi because he was a brother Mason, in 
preference ^to a better man, not a Mason, of yovr 
oicn political sentiments.* ' . 

Mr. Paine and other Antimasons, insisted this 
was an unfair question, because it Masons preferred 
one another over all otl>er men, in like circumstan- 
c.e» and acted accordingly, then men not Masons, 
who were just as good citizens as Masons were, did 
tigf stand an equal chance in society, and this was 
one of the evils of the Institution we .complained of 
as interfering with equal privileges and equal rights. 
The Mason stood with those not Masons, precisely 
as if he wa« not a Mason, while with those who 
were Masons, he was sure of a preference. This 
gave him a decided advantage. It was not intended 
to confine thfs question touchibg Masogic prefer- 
ence, to /lo^i^ic^, but to eittend it to trade, business* 
misfortunei], or any other situation where a prefer- 
ence could be given to a Mason, by Masotis, to the 
disadvantaore or* neglect of one not a Mason.— 
Instead of putting it in the form it was present- 
ed by Mr. Paiue, Mr Hazard proposed it in his own 
way — thus. 

' If two men, one a Mason and the other not, of 
equal qualifications, were placed in precisely the 
same situation a^ pdtitictd candidates, is there any 
thing in your Masonic obligations which would 
oblige you to vote for the one who was a M^soq, in 
preference to the other .? 

Witness, if men ofe^qual talents both stood 
equally Jn my opiaioo, and the brother solicited' me 
as a brother, I can ti say but I should con,si4^r my- 
self bound as a Mason to hape preferred him. The 
nature of the connection is such. It was a cajse 
that never happened with me, for in almost every 
instance, tliere has been something to distinguish 
between candidates for ofSce. 

Mr. Hazard. Do you belong to any other society 
except the Masonic ? 

Witness. Secret Society, do you nrean.' 

Mr. Hazard. Xfo. Religious society. 

Witness. Ye». 

Mr Hazard. Well, io cases where every thing 

wasequal, would you nota«t iq the same manner, 

between a brother in the Church, who was a 

candidate for office^ and a person wba was not-a 

hrotber^ 

^^fu^f. Jpnfgnme I should. 



COUMfiStTt; 

.[A further attempt was made to have this questitt 
put in the form Mr Paine had propoaed, but with- 
out effect. .It may here well be remarked that the 
preferences in society, arising from moral, religions 
and other organisations, though in many cases inja- 
nous to equal rights, by leading to combinaiioas 
of one class of citizens against all others, are fullj 
atoned for by the great good ' which these associa- 
tions effect in ■community, to the preservation and 
improvement of which, they are. essential. Besides, 
the members of such societies are openly known, 
and thoy have no means of eecret concert and -co-' 
operation, unknown to other men. Every mao^not 
of their society, consequently knows bow to antici- 
pate their preferences. But Masons exercise tliii 
preference in secret, even without it being knowa 
thai they are Masons* They are bound to obey se- 
cret signals, with which persons who are perfect 
strangers to each other may be broOght to co-oper* 
ate secretly at any moment, and in any place. Thai 
a man not a Mason constantly labors under disad- 
vantages that he knows nothing of and cannot coua- 
teract, and whenever be comes in contact with a 
Mason, though he stands on precisely equal footing 
with him,he must be the looser,hecau8e Masons will 
turn the scale against him. Thus when the evi- 
dence is balanced before a jury, between a mason 
and one not a mason, masons on the jury, how- 
ever honest as men, will feel a sufficient bias from 
their Masonic relation to torn the scale in favor 
of the brother. 'These are every day situations 
in which persons not Masons, may be placed, with 
Masons, without reference to politic?^ which go to 
show that a man not a mason, has not a fair cbaoce 
in a community where some are masonskaud others 
nut. He is tlierefore compelled, either to becoms 
a mason, or to. continue to labor under these disad- 
vantages.] 

Question by request, ironi Antimasons. Drd yoa. 
ever know a Mason or his family to- receive ia 
charity as much money, as he bad paid into the 
Lodtre for fees and quarterly dues? . 

Witness. I think there has been one instance, 
since 1 have been a member of King SolomdoV 
Lodge, in which a person did receive as OHich and 
perhaps more than he had paid in. He was bick 
sometime. I think he received more. 

Question by request, from do. How much mo- 
ney waa paid out of your lodge for charity to dis- 
tressed members, while you were Secretary ? 

WUness. I never knew any money paid out ia^ 
charity during the four years t was Secretaryof 
the k»dge. 1 knew of no applications for cEarity^ 
in that time. 

[Allyn's Ritual, with variations from the written 
oath of the Grand Lodge, marked off .in pencil, was 
again referred to by Mr. Hallett, and Mr. Hazard 
w.as requested to put these variations to the wit- 
ness. Vp to this time the paper marked £., cca- 
taining these variations, was not in possession of 
the Committee, Mr^ H-azard having torn up the first 
copy Mr. Hallott handed to him. Of- cour.se this 
witness could not have been questioned from in- 
terrogatories marked £. as is represented in Mr. 
Haile's minutes. He was questioned in part from 
the Master's oath in Ally n, viz: 1st. " I will not 
give the Grand Hailinv sign of distress, except I. 
am in real distress, on for the benefit of the crafl 
when at work.*' 

\Titness. I recollect that part, except the words 
"for the benefit of the crafl when at work.** I 
do not' recollect positively whether it was in the 
oaths ox the lectures. I am positive that it was 
imposed upon me as a duty which I was^to per- 
form, that I would not give the Grand Hailing 
sign, except I was in real distress. I recollect hav- 
ing heard this inculcated in substance, I cannot re« 
, coUect wVieVViet Xl'^v^ca \ti vVi^ o^vK or lecture. 1 



t\ie lower degrees. 

2d. *' And should^ I sec thnt siorn gireif, dr h«ar 
the words accompany in or it, 1 will fly to the relief 
bfthe person so giving it, should there be a orreater 
probability of saving his life than losinir niy own." 
Witness was asked if he remembered that injunc- 
tion ? 

- Witness. I think I have heard that injunction 
given rather stronger. ** .As hr as I could see the 
sigo by day, or hear it by h^ght," I wis required 
to obey it. 

The part relating lOvpassing and raisjiig of a can- 
(didate\ witness does not recollect. To keep a Mas- 
ter Mason^s secrets, murder and treason excepted, 
and that lefl at my option, witness distinctly^ recol- 
lects, as he has before stated. The clause relating 



y memory aa have avoidad reading Bernard on | I afterwards lecelvod. I know nothing about tham, 

and i could not wofrk roysfcFf into a Lodge of these 
degrees, (meanin*,as was understood, the two last.) 
[ was initiated into the first degree in this room^ 
(the Senate Chamber of the State Housse, where the 
Committee were liolding their invastigation,) by Sr. 
John's Lodge, Providence, No. 2, on tl^e 24th of 
June, 1792. fThu? it will be seen that Masonry 
began with taking possession of • the Halls ol Leg- 
islation,' as Oi'ator Brainard says, and transformed 
Ihern into her Lodges. T%) this- day the Sonata 
Chiinberof the State House^ in Kent county, R. 
Island, is alterrfately occupied, by the Masons of 
King Solomon's Lodge, and the Senators of tho 
people, and we believe is jointly owned, as far as its 
occupation is concerned, by the State and the Ma- 
sons!] 

Witness. Daniel Slilwell was then Master of the 



to going on a Master Mason's errahd, is not recol- 

W4tness says, I think it is not in the ob- ^'Lodge,but Mo<;e8Seixas [a Jet/? who disbelieved the 



«« 



lected. 

ligation, but I have heard it somewhere tacul(^ated 

as a duty. 

Mr» Hazard^ inquired if he might not confound 
what he had* heard, with what he hud read in 
Bernard or Allyn ? 

Witness. I never read Bernard or Allyn. 

'fhe clause was read to witness from Allyn, 

That if any paft of this obligation (Master's oath) 
be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amen* 
ble thereto, whenever informed.*' 

Witness. It appears to me that is done on some 
occasions when the person administering the oath 
is not perfeot in it. I cannot be positive.. 

The examination of Mr.' Brown here closed. 

Tuesday Mornings December 14. The* Commit 
tee met at 9 o'clock. Present as before. William 
Wilkinson, Esq. was called and sworn to tell the 
whole truth. 

[(CTThe testimony of this witriess is entitled to 

S articular attention from his high standing both as a 
lason ai^d anjndiyidual. He has held the highest 
Masonic offices in the State, atid many out of it, 
and is a citizen of great respectability of character. 
Being one of the olde.st an j most intelligent mem- 
bers of the Order in this country, and most zealous- 
Iv attached to it, it is certain that if he cannot de* 
iecd and ejcplain its principles when on his oath, so 
as tp remove all doubts, and show Masonry to be a 
valuable and excellent Institution, no Mason living 
can do so. The examination of Mr. Wilkinson oc- 
cupied one whtfle day., and yol Mr. Haile has com- 
pressed it into four or five pages, suppressing by 
far tha most important answers given by this wit- 
nes!*. Throughout the examination, Mr Hftiie, un- 
der the direction of Mr. Hazard, persisted in not 
putting down the questidna and answers considered 
most material by Antimasons. The^xculpations of 
Masonry, were carefully recorded to the letter, but 
theconfesaory, contradictory and confused answers 
of the witness on bis cross examination were as 
carefully excluded. Not only so, but tho witness 
was requested by the'Comntittee to allow Mr Haile 
to erase an answer already written down, which had 
an unfavoable bearing upon Masonry. Tliis was the 
^rst Masonic witness fully examined touching (he 
oaths, &c. The grossly partial conduct of a major- 
ity of the Committee on this day, put an end not 
only to nil Confidence, but to all hope that they 
would conduct the investigation as honest men, in 
search of truth rather than political partizans in 
.pursuit of the best means to secure an election.] 

Testimonv of William Wilkiwsoh, Es^, 
[l^hWUntss.'^ 

Mr, Hazard commenced With the general intor- 
rogatories. 

Witness^ in anawer to Ist. I am a Freemason — 
Have taken twelve degreea, viz. Entered Appren- 
tice, Fellow Craft, Master Mason, Mark Master, 
Past Master, Most Excellent Master, Royal Arch, 
Knight of the Red Cross, Knight Templar and 



christian religion] "perfoi-med as M^stijrat my initi- 
ation. I received the two next decrees, the same 
year, in the same Lodge. -The Chapter was firjt 
opened in this town, (Providence,) in 1793, and I 
was initiated into the three next degrees in the 
s;ime room, in November the sam^ year and the R. 
A. in the same year. I received the other degrees 
except Royal and Select Master, in St Johns En- 
campment, Providence, and the Royal and Select ' 
Mastttrin the Council of Royal and Select Masters* 
in Providence. I was among the first who were 
made Royal Arch Masons in Rhode Island, having 
received the , 'degrees on the first evening a Chap- 
ter was opened in thisState,and this Chapter 1 think 
was the 2d Chapter opened in New England. . 

2nd Interrogatory, 

Witness. There was an oath administered to me 
when taking each of these degrees. 

3d question in relation to what is said to the can* 
didatc before taking the oaths. 

Witness. It is so long sjnce I received the En- 
tered Apprentice degree, that I cannot say >yhether 
there was, but my impression alwaj^s has been that 
there was from the fact that when Master of a 
Lodge I always stated the sarri'e to the candidate. I 
have presided in Lodge and Chapter as high as the 
R. A. degree. It was merely verbal, and might have 
differed. The preci^ne words I'cannot -remember, 
butthat was the sdbstance ; that the oaths are nof 
to interfere with religion or politics; thatevery thing 
relating to religion or politics is excluded. We 
receive the Jew as well as others. I should have 
rejected an J9fAe^s^ Further than that we did not 
^0— ^and this practice has I believe been invariable. 
We considered we had nothing to do with his relN 
gion, further than to require a belief in God, 

tn ansiocr to the Ath Interrogatory^ 

Witness, I cannot state the obligations. I nail- 
er was a book Mason. It is nearly twenty years 
since I hlive heard them. When we get old we 
generally drop off, and only go occasibnaliy to the 
Lodge. ~ There aro two degrees. Royal and Select 
Master, of which I can give no acfcount. I have 
examined thQ throe first des^rees banded in by 
the officers of the Grand Lodge; They are 1 be- 
lieve the same without variation; as 1 toolhand have 
usna.Vly administered myself, and which 1^ look. — 
Tho reason why 1 cannot repeat them is, it is twen- 
ty yeiars since I have beeh much Where the lower 
degrees are administered. We have hitherto re- 
frained from giving our bbligattonfi. At the request 
of the Committee they have been given io writing 
now. / know of iio injunciiore to keep the oaths se- 
cret. I saw the obligations4u JacKin and Boas about 
40 years ago,but except that,! hav^ never seen the 
obligations printed or written until as read to me 
how; 

Mr. Hazard. It is nnneeessary to exQlavcL t.^%^ 

fhrther. 



iKnightof Malta, generally considersd one degree. \ Witness. \ wciv\^N«\^ \.<> ^'^^ «^'«^'^ 
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that tbi 9bllffalions wera eter wi-lu«n or printed, 
bat baoded down by tradition. 1 liaTo nover aeen 
them written till now. 

TMr liaile hero proceeded to read the written 
oatlis of the higher de^ree«, as furnished to the 
ComroiUee by tha officers of the Royal Arch 
Chapter. Tlie RoVal Arvh oath was first rend jo 
witness, then the Mark. Past and Most Ej[celienw 



Masters, and the Kni^b<a of the Cross, iCnights a pnst master I shalMiave fbund hifo of ^h/spi to be 



Templars and Roynl aud Select Masters. A requech 
wasina^e .thatlb^ witness should first be examined 
from tba {printed oaAlis ir Allyn» before the oaths 
agreed upon by ihe Masons, were ^ven to liinii as 
iaaderp,, to inform him what he was expected to pay, 
but Mr Hasard peremptorify refused to perii>it the 
ivitpess to be questioned in any other way, at firsts 
than by readings lo him what he took rare to inform 
bini was'the oaths agreed upoA by the R.Island Ma- 
anna. The oaths thus furniahed in writini;, are as 

MARK MASTER'S OBLIGATION. 

1 _— — , of my own free will and .^ord, 
and in the presence of Almifrhty, God, and this 
lodze of mark master masons, erected to him, and 
dedicated to St. 4ohn, do iiereby and hereon, in ad-. 
« liition 4o my former obligations, solemnly and sin 
perely promise and swear (or affirm) that, I will al- 
ways hail, forever conceal, and never reveal any 
pf the secret a rt«, parts or poii.ts of the mysteries 
of fraemasonry appertaining to the degree of a 
mark master, to any person under the canopy of 
Hea\'en, except it shall be to'a true and lawful mark 
master mason, or within the body of a regularly 
constituted lojge of such, and not unto Him or them, 
lintil af^ar due, trial, strict examination, or by the 
lawful i«f«rination of a mark master, I shall have 
/oond him or tbem to be as justly and lawfully en- 
^tled to the same as I am myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affinn) that 
^ I will answer all lawful signs and sunav^Q^ which 
inay beglven or sent unto me from a trjje and law- 
ful jQark master mason, or from a regularly con- 
^ituted lodge of sudfa, if within the length of my 
/Bsble tow. 

.2ii. Thai I will aid and assist all worthy die- 
<tra(i|ied mark master masons, their widows and or- 
jphans, 80 far as I cau do it without injury to my- 
jelf or family. 

3d. That I will not pledge my mark a second 
4ima without redeeming it ihe first, neither will I 
jeceive a l>roiher> mark in pledge without grant- 
ing him his request if in my pow.ert >^ uo^ I will re- 
turn him his mark with the jalue thereof, which is 
^ne quarter of a dollar. 

' 4th. That 1 will not alter my marJ^ nor snfTer it 
,tQ be done bv others, If In my power to prevent it, 
jiAer it has bee? once recorded on the lodge book 
Jtapt for that pur{K)ae. 

oth. Thai 1 will abide by and suppc^rt the by- 
Jaws of ihe mark lodge, of which I may i>eeome a 
member, the constitutton of the general, and state 
grand chapters under which the same i^ holden, 
and the general i^gulatioQs of masonry. 

All thiel promise and swear (or affirm) with a 
^xed and steady purpose of mind to perform the 
aame, witbont any equivocation, mental reserve- 
iioQ^or secret evasion of mind in me whatever — 
binding mypelf under po less penalty, iAan that 
ofkavt^ my rfflU Bar tmott og^somM not $o ke 
jijbl^ to htarjUitt word, t^y rig^kt hand »truek off^ »o 
at noitobe Mo to five Ae ngn ; ao help me Gad. 
and keep roe steaofast to perform this i^y mark 
mastf^'s obtigaikm. 

PA$T MASTER'S OBLIGATION. 

i — 1- , of my owP free will and arcoitl, and 

-in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge 

iD^,past Msster ma«ons,'flrectedto^im, and ded&ca- 

^ A0 ^/ Jobp, t\Q .U^Tphy and he^reon, in .^ddi^ion 

/j<> m^ foftn^r obJigMtioot, Moltamly and aliicerely 

^^mis0 mad »m0i (mr ^mna) <A«| / wiU «lwt/a 



hall, forever aoncaal, and navar ravaal, an/ ef the 
se«ret arts, parts or points of tba mysteries of free- 
masonry appertaining io the <Jlegreeof a past master, 
to any person oiider^the canopy of Heaven, except 
it shall be toa true and lawful past master, or within 
tha body of a regularly constituted loilge of such, 
and not unto him or theui until after due trial, 
strict examinatinn or by the lawful information of 



ss justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I sm 
myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) thai 
1 will answer aH lawful signs and summonjes which 
mi^y be given ot sent unto me from a true and law- 
ful brother of this degree, or from a regularly eon- 
stitoted lod'ge of such, if within the length of my 
cable tow. 

2d. That I will aid and assist all ^ortby dis- 
tressed past masters, their widows aqd^p]bans«ao far 
as I can do it witbout injury to myself or family. 

3d. That I will not rule nor .goveiQ the^lodge 
over which I n^y be appointed to preside, 'in an 
arbitrary or iiJegal iQanuer, but agreeably io the 
by-laws adopted by^a majority of tba n^mbera for 
the'govemment of tha same. 

4th. That 1 will abide by and aupport the by- 
laws of the lodge of which I may become a mem- 
ber, the constitution of the general, an^ state grand 
chapters under which the same is bplden, and ihe 
general regulations of masonry.- 

^U t^is I promisee and swear (or affirm) with % 
fijrni and fixed purfosa of mind to perform ^the aame, 
without any equivocation^ menial leaervaiion or 
secret evasion of^ inlnjj in me whatever, binding my- 
self under no less penalty than that of having my 
toy.ngue cleare to tbe jroof of mv mouth so as not 
to be able to ffive ilia word, so help me God and 
keep me steaoiast to perform this my p.aat qj^te^ 
mason's oath or obligation. 

MOST EXCELLENT MASTER'S OBLIQA* 

TiON. 

I , of my own free will and accord, 

and in the presence ot Almighty God, and ibis 
Lodge of most excellent masters, created to Him, 
and dedicated to St. Joiin,de hereby and har«on,iQ 
addition to ifiy former obligations, solemnly and 
sincerely promise and swear (or affirm) thai I w^ll 
alwaya hail, forever conceal, and never reveal, any 
ofthe secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries 
of Freema.«onry, appertaining to tho degree of a 
most excellent master, to any persbn unde/the 
canopy of heaven, except it shall be to a tr,ua and 
lawful moQt excellent master, or within the body of 
a regulaijy eonatituted Lodge of such, a^^ci jiot unto 
him dr them, until afker due trial, strict exaknioation, 
or by the law^l information of a roost excellent 
master,! shall hsjre found him or tbem to be ae justly, 
and lawfully entitled to the same aj I am nsy- 
self. 

I furthermore promi^Jind swear (or affirm) that 
I will answer all lawful signs and summonsee, which 
may be given pr aet^t unto me, from a true and 
lawful most excellent maatef, or from a regtilarly 
eonatituted Lodge of 9ucb, if within the length pf 
my cable tow, 

2d. That I will aid ant} psaiai all worthy die- 
tressed moat .excellent maatera, their widowa anf 
orphana, so far as I can do it without upijury to jBiy- 
self or family. 

8d. Thai 1 will not derogate' from 4ba name - 
now, about to be conferred upon ma, beipjg that of a 
roost aj^cellenl o.aster. 

4th. lliat ) .:^iir not open and dose a Lodge, 
over wblch I nri^y be appointed to praiMde, without 
fir-it working a lactyre, or a section of ^ lecture. 

5(bf That I will abide by and support thn by- 
Uw9 of the most exoeUeni maner'a Lodg^ of whio^ 
I may becpma a membe.r, the constituiion of the 
gener«»l, and stf^a grau^ pba'pters, under which tba 
iaron in bnl^i w^ uta c^narai fagalationa nf n|« 
laoBti, / '^ 
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All this I promUe and fwetfr (or ftffirm) with a 
fixed and steady purpose of mind to perforin the 
same., withoat any equivocation jinental reservation, 
or secret evasion of mind in me whatever, binding 
myself under no less penalty J than that of having 
my flesh torn frohi my ribs f and my body exposed to 
rot #n a*dunghill, so help me God, and keep me 
steadfast to perform this my most excellent mas- 
ter's obligation. 

, ROYAL ARCrt MASON'S OBLIGATION. 

of my ow^n free will and accord,and 
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in the presence of Almighty God, and this Chap 
ter of Royal Arch Masons^ erected (o Him and ded- 
icated to King Solomon, do hereby and hereon, in 
addition to my former obligations, solemnly and 
sincerely promise and swear, (or affirnl) that I will 
always hail, forever conceal, and nev^r reveal, any 
of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries 
of freemasonry appertaining to the decree of Royal 
Arch Masonry, to any person under the canopy of 
Hearen^ except it shall be to a true and lawful- 
Hoyal Arch Ma3oh,or within the body of ji regular- 
ly constituted Chapter of such ; and not unto him 
or them until after due trial, strict examination ^ or 
by the lawful information of a <:ompanion, 1 shall 
have found him ur them (o be as justly and lawful- 
ly entitled to the same.as 4 am myself. 

1st. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) 
that 1 will answer all lawful signs aod summonses 
which may be given or sent unto me from a true and 
lawful Companion, or from the body of a regular- 
ly constituted Chapter of such, if wiihin the length 
of ipy cable-tow. 

2d. That J will aid and assist all worthy distressed 
Royal Arch Masons, their widows and orphans so 
far as I can doit vt^itbout injury to myself or family. 

3di That I wili not be present at'the opening^ of 
a Chapter of Royal Arch Masons, unless there shall 
bd present nine regular Royal Arch Masons. 
~ 4th. That 1 will not be present at conierring tlie 
degtee of R. A. Masonry upon any one who has 
not according to the best of uiy knowledge and be- 
lief, regularhr received ali the prepeding' degrees, 
viz: entered apprentice, fellow craft, Master Ma- 
son, Mark Master, Past Master, and most Excellent 
Master— and not then unless he is deemed a wor- 
thy-man. 

5th. That I will not shed the blood of a Royal 
Arch Mason unlawfully, linowing him to be such. 

6th. That 1 will not reveal the key to the mys- 
terious charitcters of Royal Arch Masonry to any 
person under the canopy of Heaven, except, it be. 
to a true and lawful Royal Arch Mason, or within 
the body of a regularly constituted Chapter of such 

7th. That I will not give the grand Royal Arch 
word in any other manned except that .in whicli I 
inTiy receive it. 

< 8th. That I will abide by and support the by- 
laws of the Chapter of which I may become a 
member, the constitution of the General and State 
Grand Chapters, under which the same is holden, 
and^h^ general regulations of Mason r}'. 

All this I promise and swear (or afEfiii) with a 
fixed and steady purpose of mind to perform the 
0ame, without any equivocation, mental reservation, 
or secret evasion of mind in me whatever — binding 

MYSELF UNDEir NO tRSS PENALTY THAI7 THAT OF 
HAVING MY S£ULL SMOTE OFF AND MV B'RAINS EX- 
l^OSElD TO THE SCORCHUTQ RAYS OF THE SUN^. So 

help roe God, and keep fns" steadfast in performing 
this my Royal Arch Mason's oitth or ol>ligatieo." 

OBILGATION OF TKTE TJEGREE OF 
. KNIGHTS or THE RED CROSS. 



I, , of my tfWPt free will and accord, and in the 

presence of the Supreww' Architect ot the Universe, 
and these companions, do hereby and hereon^ most 
solemnly and Bincerely promise an^ t^e^r^ That! 1 
flv/// always bail, forever conceal, and never reveal 



thd Knighti of the Red CrosH, to any person iftidor 
the canopy of heaven, except it be to a true and 
lawful Knight of tUe Red Cross, or in the body of 
k just and lawful council of the order. 

I furthermore promise and swear, that I Will an^ 
swer and obey all lawful signs and summonses giv- 
en or sent to me from a regular touncil oT Knights 
of the Red Cross, or given mo by the hand of a bro^ 
ther Sir Kilight if within the distance of forty miles, ' 
natural infirmities and unavoidable accidents only 
excusing me. 

I furtherm'orie promise and svvear, that I will not 
be at the /opening of a Council of Knighis of thci 
RedOross, except there shall be present live reg- 
ular members of the order, or three Knights of the 
Red Cross being also Knights Templars and having 
from three different commanderies, with a warrant 
or charter empoweriiig ifiem to work. — 1' furthier- 
more promise and swear, that I will not be present 
at the conferring of the decree of-the Knighis of thd 
Red Cross upon any person who has not, according 
to the best of my knowledge, received all the preced- 
ing degrees, viz. Entered Apprentice, Fellow Crafts) 
&o. &c. &.C. — I furthermore promise and swear, 
that i will vindicate th& charactoY of a w'brthy Sic 
Knight) when wrongflilly traduced, and will assist 
him*on all lawful occasions with my purse, counsel 
and sword, so far as truth, justice and honor may. 
warrant. — I furthermore promise and swear, that I 
will abide by and support the bylaws of the council 
of which I may become a member, the Constitution 
of the General Grand and State Encampmeptsj 
and the general regulations of Knighthood.— ^AU 
this I promise and swear with a tixed and steady 
purpose of mind to perform the same; binding my- 
sell under no less penalty than that my house may 
be puUed down^ and timber taken from thence^ and 
being set, up, J may be hanged thereon^ and, vnlil 
tht last trumpet shall sounds J may be excluded 
from the society of all courteous Sir Knights of the 
Red Cro59, should I wilfully or intentionally .violate 
this obligation — So help me God, and keep me 
steadfast to peifornf the same. 

KNIGHTS TEMPLAR'S OBLIGATION, 

I, — -J of my own free will and aecord,, 

and in the presence of the Supreme Architect of 
the Universe, and these Sir Knights present, do 
hereby and hereon, most solemnly and sincerely 
promise and swear. That 1 will forever keep and 
conceal, and never reveal any of the^ mysteries ap- 
pertaining to the orders of Knights Templars and 
Knights of Malta of the order of St. John at Jerusa- 
lem, to Hiny person und^r the canopy of heaven, 
except it be to a true and lawful Sir Knight of theser 
orders, or in the body-of a just and regularly con- 
stituted Encampment. — I iurtbermore promise and 
swear, that .1 will answer and obey all lawful signs 
and summon9e8, given or sent unto me fro»fi a true 
courteous Sir Knight, ol* from the body of a just 
and regularly constituted Encampment. ^r-i furiher- 
more promise and swear,.lhat I will aid and assist 
all worthy Knigl»l8 Templars, their widows nnd 
orphans, so far as the same can be done without in- 
jury to' mysalf or family. — I furthermore promis^o 
and swear, that I \iill m>t be at the opening of any 
regular constituted Encampment, unle.«-s theic 
shall be present seven regular Knights' Templars, 
or three Sir Knights, hailing from three different 
commandeiiea, With a warrant or charter from soine 
regular Grand Encampment empowering fhcm to 
work. I furthermore promise and swear, that 1 wijl . 
not be present at Conferring the order *f Knitht i 
Templars upon j&ny person lyho has not, accordinij 
.to the best of my knowledge arfd belief, received ail 
the preceding degr^es.^-r-1 furthermore pfouiise anct 
swear, that I will trawl forty miles baretoot <\vv C\«^- 
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TActness qf those obligationf,-iubstantially. It wIH 
be recollected, as was well said by Rev. brother 
Thaclier, that a person lEit bis initiation, if in tho 
description they give you, they tell you the truth, 
it is difficult to remember what passes, especially 
as it took place many years agQ when I was a youn* 
man. The Substance was precisely the saroe. Some 
variation?, perhaps, hut not materiaU" The three firist 
degrees belong to the Master's Lodge. The Royal 
Arch contains all above up to that degree, which are 
same, binding myself under 'no less penalty, t^an I adininistered in Chapters. The obligations of >lark 



'#etr, that I will wield my iword in defence of . 
innocent maidens, destitute widows, helpless or- 
phans and. the Christian religion. — 1 furthermore 
promise and swear, that I will abide by and support 
the bylaws of (he Encampment, of which I may 
become a member, the Constitution of the General 
and State Grand Encampment under which tho 
tame is holdeo-, and the general regulations- ot 
Knighthoo(i. All this i promise and swear, with a 
fixed and steady pul^pose of mind, to perform the 



ihat my head may be stricken oj^ and placed on 
the highest spire in Christendom — So help me God, 
and keep me steadfast to perform this obligation. 

SELECT MASTER'S OBLIGATION. 

1, '— * — , in the presence of this Council of 

t elect Masters, erected to God, and dedicated, to 
!ing Solomon, do solemnly and sincerely promise 
and swear. That I will stand to, and abide by, all 
the law9, rules and regulations of the. Council of 
Select Masters of which I may become a member, 
and ever maintain the general regulations of the 
order. — I further promise and swear, that I will 
answer all due signs and summonses given or sent 
unto me from a true and lawful Select Master, or 
from the body of a just and regular Council of such. 
— ^That I will not assent to nor confer the-degree of 
Select Master upon any tme, excopt he is a Royal 
Arch Mason, and has taken all the preceding de- 
grees, and has also been admitted iv Royal Master 
in a regular Council.— That I will not enter the 
9(h Arch without permission of the three Grand 
Masters, neither will I penetrate beyond the j)ne in 
which I am employed. All this I promise and 
swear without any equivocation, mental reserva- 
tion, or secret evasion of mind in me whatever 
binding myself under no less penalty than that of 
having my eyes torn from their sockets, my hands 
V topped off to the stumps, my body quartered and 
thrpvon among the rubbish of the temple — So help 
me God, and keep me steadfast to perform this my 
Select Master's obligation. 

ROYAL MASTERS OBLIGATION. 

I '. — i, of my own free will and accord, in 

presence of Almighty God; and this Right Worship- 
ful Council of Royal Masters, erecteii to God. and 
. dedicated to King Solomon, d& hereby and -hereon 
ainoerely and solemnly promise and swear, That I 
will keep and conceal all the mysteries ap)>ertain- 
ing 10 the degree of Royal Master and will not re- 
veal the same, except it be to a true and lawful 
companion of that order, or in a just and regular 
crcHistituted tsouncjl of such.— 7I further promise and 
swear that I will not be at the opening of a council 
&f Royal Masters, unless, there be seven' menibers 
W that degree present. — That I will riot be present 
at conferring-the decree of Royal Master upon any 
one who has not, according to the best of my 
knowledge and belief, regularly receive-d the pre- 
ceding degrees of Entered Apprentice, Fellow 
Craft, Master Mason, Mark Master, Past Master, 
and Most Excellent Master, and been exalted 
to the' sublime degrees of Royal Arch Masonry. — 
That I will abide by and suppoit' the by-lawa of the 
council of which I may become a member, and the 
genoFal regulations of the order.-— That I will not 
give the words^ K'il^s and signs of this degree in 
tiny other manner -than that in which I may receive 
(hem. 

All thia I promise anU'Swear^ with tr firm and 
fixed 'resolution to perioipm. the same, binding my- 
self under t/ie pennlties of my preceding obligekions 
with this addition, that i would sooner be buried 
aiive, and my memory forgotten among the Craft— 
so help me God, and keeprroo steadfast to perfortti 
the same. 

T^e oaths of Mnik, Past and Exoellent Master 
And Rdyal Arch Mason, hffvmffbeen reaO, 
^^y^ff^^jsaidy/fiave no kind of doubt &[ (b« eor- 



Masterupto and including Royal Arch, are aub- 
stantiatly. such as have always been administered 90 
far as my knowledge extends. That was iho aura 
and substance, but to pay they are the words used I 
would not. There may be ^me verbal variations 
but no substantial difference. 

The oath of Knight of the Red Cross was read. 
Witness said it was corredt. 

Question by request — Is the word ** when'^^T 
until the last trumpet shall sound may f be sepa- 
rated from the- society of all courteous Sir Knights ? 
Witness, Th it it is the perfect substance of it I 
believe. It is all I can siy respecting it. 

A candidate (of the higher degrees must have re* 
ceived all iheiwecedrng degrees, from entered Ap- 
prentice up. The Knight Templar's oath was then 
read. 

Witness. That Is substantially the same, except- 
or Hazard. Did you ever have any occasion to 
make use of your sword in defence of distressed 
damsels ? [A laugh. Witness did not smile nor 
reply.] , 

The Royal and Seletl Master's oaths being read, 

Witness says I know nothing about theui above 
the Knight Templdr. 

Question by request.^ Did you ever " know the 
word affirm substituted for sweep ? 

Witness, I do not recollect. I never ^new any 
person to apply* I was told that a Mr. Nichols 
once took the affirmation. As a Master of a Lodge 
I should Tiot have refused to give it; I know of 
nothing in the principles of Masonry to prohibit it. 

^fr Hazard. There are some clauses in the oaths 
given in Allyn's Ritual, which are not contained in 
the written oaths that have been read to you, and 
which we are requested to ask you, if you ever 
took. I wlW read them to you frotn this paper 
which has been prepared for th^t purpose. 

[JVbf«. Mr H. then proceeded to rftad these clauses, 
a part of which it will be recollected had been hand- 
ed to him once before, and torn up by him. A sec- 
ond copy had been prepared by Mr Hellett, at Mr 
Hazard's request, and handed to liim. They were 
prepared from a comparison of tho printed oaths in 
Allyn and Bernard, with the written oatlis handed 
in by the Masons, and embraced every thin^* in 
which the meaning nnd import of these oaths dif- 
fered in any es.iential particular. An examination 
of them, will show how nearly the written forma 
correspond With the printed, and will excite surprise 
that men who now came forward and swore to the 
truth of the former, should for five years have per- 
sisted in a positive denial that there was one word 
of truth in the latter ! [CrOne of thes^e variations, 
No. 2, is in fact no variation, the same version 
being given almost literally in the 6th point of the 
Master Mason's obligation, a» written out by the 
Masons. *It was purposely inserted to mislead the 
Masoriio witnesses, in order to test the question 
whether they really swore to the written .oaths from 
perfect reco)lecti9n, or because they were told they 
were the Rhode Island oaths ; and whether<they did 
not deny the printed variations, rather because 
they were told they were- in this seceder's books,and 
not in the written oaths, than because they were 
sure the^ never took or heard' them. Mr Hazard 
having refused to put the oaths to the Masons first 
out of A\lyn, and ^iwaVw^ \tt\<KVva^ %^w^ mt- 
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B«M, what were tba Khodo Island oaths aa he cel- 
led them, and what were the Seceder'a oadhs, it 
eeemed perfectly tair to sot thia trap to catch them.] 

VARIATIONS 
Between the toritien and printed oaths f [on paper 

marked E.] 

[In the Master Mason's Oath.] 
let. " Furthermore I <lo promise and swear, 
that I will not give the grand hailing 8ig;n of die- 
tresj of this degreCi except 1 am in r^al distress^ 
or for Che benefit of the craft when at worki; and 
should I see that sio^n ^iven, or hear the words ac- 
companying it,.l will By to the reliefof the person 
80 giving it, should there be a greater probability of 
saving his life than losing my own." — Page 71. 

2J. ^^Furthermore Ida promise and swears that 
i toiil not speak evil of a brother mason, neither 
behind his back or before his face, but will ap- 
prise HIM or ALL APPAOACHING DANGER. — p. 

72. 

3d. '' Furthermore I do promise and swear, that 
a master mason^s secrets, given to me in charge as 
such, shall remain as secure and inviolable in my 
breast as in his, before communicated, murder and 
treason only excepted ; and they left to my own 
election —p. 72. 

4th. Furthermore do 1 promise and swear, that 1 
will go on a master mason's errand, even barotoot 
and bareheaded, to save his life or relieve his 
necessities."—/}'. 72. 

5lh. ** Furthermore do 1 promise ai^d swear, 
•^at il any part of this obligation be omitted at 
this, time, 1 will hold myself amenable thereto 
whenever informed.'*— j». 73. 

In the Royal Arch Oath. — 6th. "1 furlher- 
inore promise and swear,' that I . will not speak 
the g.'and omnific royal arch word, which I sliall 
lieieafter receive, in any manner, except in that 
in which I shall receive it, which will be in the 
presence of three companion royal arch masons, 
myself making one of the nomt)er; and then by 
three times three, under a living arch, and at low 
breath.'* - 

^ 7th. ** I furthermore promise and swear, that 
I will not speak evil of a companion royal arch 
mason behind his back or before his face, but 
will apprise him of all approaching danger, if in 
my power.*' 

8Lh. ** I furthermore promise and swear, that 
I will assist a companion royal arch Mason#when I 
see him engaged in any difBculty, and will espouse 
his cause so far as to extricate him from the same, 
whether he be right or wrong ! !" 

9th. ** I furthermore promise and swear, that I 
will keep all the secrets of a companion royal arch 
mason, when communicated to me as such, or I 
knowing them to be such^ without exception. 

10th. In the obligation of the royal arch degree, 
as read to you from paper marked B. is this 
sentence : 

7th. .-•' That I will not give the grand royal arch 
ward in any manner except that in which 1 i^\y 
receive it." 

Is the manner there referred to the same de- 
scribed in this obligation as given in Allyn*s Hitual, 
viz : ** In the presence of three companion royal 
ftrch masons, myself miking one of the number, 
and then by 4hree times three under a living arch, 
and at low breath .^^' 

Past Master's Obligation.— 11th. Is the 
psnilty in this dagree ever given thus : — Binding 
myself nnder no less penalty than to have my 
tooffue split from tip to root.?'** 

Knight of the Red Cross. — 12th. Is this 
a part of the obligsition : — ** That I will. assist him, 
on a lawful occasion, in preference to any brother 
of an inferior degree, and so far as truth, honor and 
justice may warrant.''"* 

13th. In the obligation of knight *of the red 



the' last trump shaft sound,** or "when the lait 
trump shall sound V** 

14th. In the knight tem pi ar*9 obligation is this 
expression used : " with a 6xed and steady purpose 
of mind to perform the same, without any hesita- 
tion, equtvoeation, mental reservation or self eva- 
sion of mind in me whatever ?"• 

15th. Do these or similar .words occur in any 
part of the ceremosy or initiation* of a knight tern- 
piar: **This pure wine I now take in testimony of 
my belief in the mortality of the body ai)d the Immor- 
tality of the soul, and may this libation appear as 
a witness against me both here and hereafter. And 
as the sins of the world were laid upon the head of* 
the Savieur, so may all the sins committed bv.the 
person whose skull this was, he heaped upon my 
head, in addition to my own, should I ever know- 
ingly or Wilfully violate or transgress any oblige- , 
tion that I have heretofore taken; or take at this' 
time, in relation.to any degree of masonry or order 
ot knighthood. So help me God ?'* &c. 

The witness was questioned separately on each 
of the variations in the three 6rst degrees. 

The first relative to the Grand hailing: sign,— he 
says I do not recollect any such thing in'^the obli- 
gation. 

The second, ** I will not speak, evil of a Master 
Mason, behind his back, or before his face, but will 
apprise him of all approaching danger.'* Witness 
entered Into an explanation at some lentcth of this 
and the preceding clause without making any 
definite answer. 

Mr. Hazard. Why cant you give a plaiA answei. 
We dont want a great lung harangue. 

Witness. I doul recollect any such thing in the 
obligation. 

Question by request. Do you in the charges, or 
lectures. 

Witness. That is the general principle, that we 
have gone upon in. Masonry. I dont recollect 
where it is. It is the general principle of Masonry 
to assist a worthy brother in all his laudable un- 
dertakings. 

3d. And that left to my election ? 

Witness. Those are words I never heard^ 

4th. Go on a Mason's errand, &c. 

Witness. I never beard it in- or but of a Lodge 
till I came here. 

5:h. It any thitig is omitted in this my obligation, 
Twill hold myself amenable thereto,when iniormed. 

Witness. That I never heard. It is so inconsis- 
tent, I think it must have been put in to make us 
ridiculous. 

Mr. Hazard here asked the witness to explain 
some parts of the oath (Master Mason's.) A great 
many phrases, ho said, were not understood. What 
are the lawful signs and summonses you are to obey, 
when called upon by a brother, if within the length 
of your cable low .' 

Witness. Wiihia our convenience. That we 
were bound as l^r ^^ suited our convenience or 
wishes. VVe dont profess to be any thing but men 
in our charities. It is left entirely optional that we • 
will assist a brother if in our power. It is-left to our 
will or option. Within the length of my cable tow 
is within my wishes nnd abilities. 1 never under* 
stood it further, it means nothing more. I look 
upon our tiist charge tb be a fair exposition of the 
duties oi Masons. 

[Thus even according to this witness, a designing 
man may masonically go to the extent of his wisfatsJ 
and abilities to obey the summons of a brother mason, 
to do wrong, or assist a brother, right or wrong.] 

Jtf^ Hazard. What do you understand to be th» 
lawful sings and summonses you are to obey ^ 

Witness. All lawful signs or summons 1 consid- 
er to be the summons sent to attend the Lodge, atid 
also applications for assistance, from a bco^vU^^. 
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A writlen request was banded to Mt Hazard to 
inquire what these signs and suromonaes were. 

Mr Hiazart^. W&dont wabt them. The qaestion 
was, not put by the Chairman. 

iVilness coniinued. A brother is bound to obey 
the signs and come if he is summoned before a 
Lodge, and if he refuses to come he is liable to be 
expelled) according to our by-laws. This has al- 
ways been my unde/standing and practice, and I 
believe it to be correct. 

Mr. Hazard. Iv that is THE'"iiEA!iiKG I 

DONT SEE BUT YOUk CABLE TOW, IS A TOW 
CABLE. 

T^e witness was asked to explain that part of the 
oath relative to assisting the widows and orphans 
of Master Masons. ' ' 

fVitness. That is explained above. How far 
We have done it, the world must judge. 

Mr.Hfizard. The 3d point, to keep the s^orets 
of a biother Master Mason, myrder ftnd treason ex- 
cepted ; how do you understand that ? 

IVitness. My idea on that is simply this. If a 
brother communicated a secret tee were not to tell 
fifit, 

Que9tion by request. But if a crime less than 
murder and tre.ison, had been communicated to 
you, what would you have done. 

fVitness. I doiit know how I should have acted, 
hut I was never tried. If a man who was a mason, 
had communicated to me that he had committed a 
crime, I should have said to him you are no longer 
a mason. I will report you to the Lodge, and you 
shall be expelled. 

Mr, Hazard. But how (lo you explain it ? 

IVitness. Why, that we should not unnecessa- 
rily or lis^htly reveal the secrets of a brother. 

Mr. HuzanL It seerns to m« that the expres- 
sion MURDEU AND TREASON EXCEPTED iucludeS 

all otherSf among the secrets to he kept. 

Witness. That is not my con^ruction. 

Mr. Hazard^ (becoming rather earnest) We 
dont want ypur particular case, but how it is under- 
stood among masons. 

Witness. 1 should -consider it not to extend to 
crimes. 

Mr Ilnzar'd. But if a crime had been communi- 
cated, would you have felt yourself bound not to 
make it public ? 

Witness. After he had been expelled^ I should 
have done so ; and 1 mi^ht have done so before. — 
1 can*t (ell, for I never was put to the trial. 

Qlieslion, from \V. Paine, Jr. What would you 
have done, before the Mason was expelled from tho 
hodfre. iShould you have felt yourself authorised 
to communicate a crime, less than murder or trea- 
son, given to you as a Mason's secret ? 

Witness. 1 have answered that Gentlemen will 
recollect that it U hard to tell what I should have 
done. I da not thinfCf I should have concealed a 
crime aeaii.st (he laws of my country. 

Mr Hazard. It is. very clear that you 

OUGHT NOT TO HAVE TAKEN THIS OATH. 1t IS IK 
DIRECT VIOLATION OF YOUR DUTY TO YOUR COUN- 
TRY ! 

Witness. If it was such a crime as ou^ht to be 
reveal fdf my idea is we should have revealed itf but 
if any sm.aU offence, perhaps not. 

[Qurry. If this highly respectable and moral 
man balanced his Masonic obligations so nicely, as 
to the quality of fhe offences he might conceal, 
what wouJ:l a man whose moral principles hung 
ia(her loosely about him/do as a mason ?] 

Mr Hazard How do yoit explain the clause, 
** will apprize him of afl approaching danger, so 
fur ns it shall come to my knowledge." 

Witness. These wonis goi into tho obligation as 

. woids of course. 1 never warned one in my life. 

I r<ever saw it practised upon, and 1, am sure (hat I 

fufver should appiiee a person, to prevent his being 

^ ^Pifrehendod for crime. W^ have bad men and 

^oof/ wen among^ us. Seme migkt have done it, and 



plead theirobUgation, bat 1 thmk they caonot h&va 
done it as good Masons. 

Mr Hdzard. Do you understand it to apply to 
crimjBs, or are we to understand that you never 
considered it as bindmg you to communicate any 
warning that would prevent the execution of the 
laws .' ' 

Witness. I neter put any different constructioQ 
upon it. I never heard any other given, or practis- 
ed upon or knew it to be done. 1 shouTd consider 
it applied only to a worthy brother Mason, and that 
I was only 'bound tg consider it in that light. 1 
nev«r knew it to be extended .to crimes — 1 speak 
for myself. ,1 cannot say what some may ba?e 
done. 

Question from B. F. Hallett. By saying a wor- 
thy brother f do yoii not mean that he is a worthy 
mason ? 

Witness. I so understand it. Deciding for my- 
self, I should always inquire for myself» and if I 
found him unworthy I- should have acted ac- 
curdniir^v- I do not protead to sav that this is Ma- 
sonic. I have never considered itj or thought much 
about it. 

Mr Hazard. How do you construe tho ' penalty 
of the obligations ? 

Witness. I construe (he penalty merely as 
personal; binding, on my honor as a Muson, and I 
never heard it otherwise among worthy Masons. — 
Permit me to add there is nothing in ouf by laws 
which recognizes any punishment but expulsion. 

Mr. Hazard. I have looked over your by laws, 
and fin^ they only apply to punishments for the vioia- 
tion of those by laws. 

Witness. The by laws speak of expulsion as the 
punishment for disclosing the transactions of the 
Lodge. 

Mr Hazard. T know it. Here is the clause— 
'* that if anv member shall disclose any of the tran- 
sactions 01 the body, to the disadvantage of the 
Craf^r &c. he shall be expelled." But that don't 
cover the whole. " ' 

lJ\rote. Mr. Haile has oihitted the most essential 
parts of the above very important explanations by 
this witness, which are here given verbatim, from 
his own mouth, instead of giving the language of 
the witness, Mr Haile, in his minutes, has merely 
taken down the conclusions he i<)terred the witness 
ultimately arrived at.] 

Mr, Hallett here offered to Mr. Hazard the 
Knight Templar's Masonic Chart, by Grand Lec- 
turer, Jeremy L. Cross, a work approved by all 
Masons, and requested him to question the witness 
as to the symbol on page 17, representing the head 
of|i Knight Templar, stuck upon the top of a lofty 
spire ; with a view to ascertain whether this was 
not the Masonic constructiun intended to be given 
to the penalties, by holding up this symbol, as a 
warning to deter Masons from revealing the secrets. 
Mr. H'azard, after £ome hesitation, handed the book 
to witness, and asked if he'knew any thing about it. 

Witness. I never read it. I considered 1 knew 
as much of Masonry as was necessary, without study- 
ing it in books. 

His attention was here particularly called to the 
head, on the spire. 

Witness. I should look at it merely as a picture. 
It miay do to amuse children. 

A remark was made by an Antimason, that it 
seemed to he a curious picture for such a purpose. 
The following question was then put by request. 
Has it not a direct, reference to the penalty, as ex* 
pressed-in the Knight Templar's oath ? ' 

Witness. In our obligation we have expressed 
that our heads should be struck off jind placed on 
the highest spire in Christendom, and / suppose this 
is a picture of it. — I dont say that it is emblematic 
ot it. 1 on\y aa^ lUal out peti«\v>j %^^» iVv^y «hall 
be placed there, und vVvaX \a ?i v^^^^^* ^^^^* ^^ "'''^^ 
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4o to please children with» I never examined Cross* 
Chart one hoiir in my ]ife. 

A request was made from Antimasons, that Mr 
Huzard would examine the witness lehttive to the 
clauses in tho. printed *Royal Arch Oa:h, which, 
had been omitted in the written oath, handed in by 
the Masons, but the witness had grown wiser than 
to risk any further attempt at explanation or con- 
struction. 

Mr Hazard— ^Here are some clauses in Allyn, 
which are not In your Royul Arch oatli ? 

JVitness. Perhaps the preneral answer would 
best be, that what is there written is the whole as it 
was given to me 

Mr. Hazfird. But it is particularly requested 
that we should put these questions. He then pro- 
posed the variations in the Royal Arch oath. 1st. 
•* will destroy the key to the inefl&ble character of 
(his degree, whenever it comes to my sight?'' 

Witness does not recollect it.- 2nd. The grand 
Omnific word, and manner in which it is to be 
^loken ? 

fVitness. I never heard the expression *' grand 
Omnific." 

Mr Hazard was reqaested to ask what was (he 
vuLTmer alluded to in the )vritten oath, in which 
the Royal Arch word was to be received and spo- 
ken; with aWtew to see if it did not'confoim to the 
oath in that respect in Allyn. He refused to put the 
question ! 

3d. ** Will apprise of all approaching dangler if in 
my powei?" 

Witness, The Master's oath gives all the obliga- 
tion (hat we are bound to assist a brother. 

4th. *' I will employ a companion Royal Arch Ma- 
son, in preference to any other person, of equal 
^qualifications?'' 

Witness. I never heard it. 
^ 5th. ** I will espouse his cause, so far as to extri- 
cate him from any difficulty, wliether he be right or 
wrong?" 

Witness. 1 never heard it ia my life. 

[Mr Hazard was here referred by Antimasons, 
to the following authority, but he took no notice 
of it. 

**Ik whatever situation- you mat be plac- 
XD, sit not at a brother's call. If he be in danger, 
FLY TO*Hts nBLiKF. if he be Calumniated, JUSTI- 
FY HIS CHARACTKR. Bear his burdens, allay his 
sorrows, and ESPOUSE HIS CAUSE !" Freema- 
sons' Monitor by James Hardie, p. 185. " Thepb- 
ligations impo$ed upon the Order is that each mevi- 
ber is to protect a brother y a^ vjCk as he can!" 
Ibid, p. 19U. *< To stretch forth your hands to as- 
sist a brother^wheti it is in your power; tg be always 
ready to go any where to serve him ; to betray ^o 
em^dence he reposes in you ; to support him with 
your authority — in short mulually to support and 
nssist each olher^ and earnestly to promote 
ONE another^s interest, are <^«<te5 which (toe// 
^you know) are incumbent on you. Ye are covenant- 
ed by solemn promises."-^ Genera/ Address to Ma* 
Bons.l 

6th. " I will keep all the secrets of a companion 
Royal Arch Mason, without exception, or murder 
and treason not excepted.^" Did you ever hear 
that? 

Witness. *' No. Never to my hearing murder 
and treason. I should say that," [as to keeping se- 
crets,] ^Hhat being included in the Master^s oath,and 
referred tOy it was unnecessary to repeat it in the 
RoyaJ Arch.** [This is the precise language of the 
witness ] 

Mr. hazard. ' Was the charge in Webb's Moni- 
tor, delivered to you at your initiation? 
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waa in 1797 or 8. I saw it in OS. I received the 
t:harge or address, before the oatb, and a charge af- 
ter il. 1 considered tbem as embodying the true 
spirit of Masons, which ought to govern tlie conduct 
of every 'good brother. Binding upon mo for my 
rule or government. The. cftnroe Hllcr the obliga- 
thm is [;iven in tlie course of conferring the degree, 
not iiniiiediaiely. 

Question by request — Was the address made pre- 
vious to tnkirj«; each oaih (hut it was not to* interfere 
with your religion or politics ? 

Witness. I should siiy il wa.^ considered as a part 
of Masonry; that is the idea we haxe always incul- 
cated on Masons, that it wa.' not to interfere. 'I can- 
not say whether it was administered before every 
oath or not. My impression is it is. 

QaciUon by request. — Are you certaiir (hat this 
address was always made previous to initiation.^ 

Witness. I haVe no distinct recollection on the 
subject. My impression is it was, biit'I cannot say. 
I have always Ml so, and acted accordingly. 

Mr. Hazard proposed tho 10th Interrogatory. If 
witness considered he gave jurisdiction fo tho 
Lodge over his life? 

Witness. I never tiad any such idea'. I consider- 
ed it as personal, as I have before stafe^d. 1 never 
heard it so explained by any Lodgfe or Masons. 

The lltli lnterro,<;alory, relating to the secrets of 
Masonry yMr Hazard passed over, and put the 12th. 
If the By-laws are published, and ii tbeie are any 
secret By- la \Vsf " 

PVitntss. The constitution and By-laws of Lodg- 
es are froquently publi^hocf, and also kept in Rec- 
ords.. I never knew of any secret By-laws. I have 
been Master of a Lodge, Grand Master, High 
Frieatand at the head of an Encanipment. 

In answer to 13th Interrogatory. 

Witness. Knows of no other obligation in Ma« 
sonry, than the ones he has stated. 

Question from W-j Paine, Jr. Do you know of 
any Oew degree io Masonry ? 
' Witness. I know of no degree but such as I 
have stated. 

Question trom the same. Do you know 6f any 
degree established since the abduction of Moican ? 

Witness. I know of nothing 4is appertaining 
to Masonry. 

Mr Hazard permitted the evasion to pass, and 
propo.sed the I4th Interrogatory. If witness con« 
sidered the oaths incompatible \tith religious, mor- 
al or civil duties ? 

Witness. ■ I did not consider that they interfered 
at all. 

Mr Hazard. What do you consider .the origin 
and objects of Free Masonry to be ? 

Witness. I have been a Mason forty y^ars. I' 
consider the object, of Masonry purely a sncidi com- 
pact for our social comfort, and from which those 
were excluded we did not wish to have associated 
with us. Where no indecent word or oath was al- 
lowed to be u(tered, nor religion nor politics allow- 
ed to be introduced. No dissension. 

Question by request. At what time did Freo 
Ma son I y commence ? * 

Witness, When it was instituted I knoto not or 
dare ! I knew it was a soeiety widely extended all 
over Europe. 

Comment. 

[O* Mr. Wilkinson here asserts upon his oath that 
he does not know ie/<en Free Masonry was institut- 
ed ! In connexion with this assertion, reference 
was had to Webb's Monitor, in which is a certifi- 
cate signed by William Wilkinson R. A. S where 
in he says *' that the said ("Monitor) is repelete with 
useful Masonic informadon, and fully entitled to 



Witness. Webb's Monitor had not been publish- 1 the sanction of the Grand Chapter." The first 
ed when I. was initiated. We then had verbal I Chapter n( that book, thus unconditionally aQ^c<\'<- 
charges. Slioit ones. They were usually the same I ed by Mr. W\\V\ti%wv, %1l^%^ ''^^x wsi >Csvt «5^\s\^?«««k- 
as in Webb's Monitor, with an addition by him.— \ menl o\ \\i^ ^wU,n«^ ^vj Vcvi» >5cw^ V3N^vAa\v««w^^ 
Webb was not published till I bad received the \ NlaiouiN . Y.\^t %\u^«k%l>»«^'^'^^l '^^i'S'^; Y^ VpA. 
Royal Arch degrw. I vhottid say the first •ditlon\ mon^ d\iv\«^ltA\iw c\»xm%^ ^w «^^^^ 
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heirtfy Mr. Wilkinson certified to tbp truth of Ihii 
ns.scrlion, and yet on his civil oath, he declared thai 
lie know nothln;^ about liic origin of Masonry !— 
Is not the inference plain, that re»pectabie men who 
lire M<«8ons will cerMfy to wliat they know to be 
laU-e, ii> orth'i- to fcu>l;»in Ma-ionry by iinposingj upon 
|!ublic credulity ? Kithnr Mr Wilkinson's testinio- 
liv is false, or \VebS is false : and yet we have Mr. 
\Vili<in':on's name for the trulh of boih assertions, 
one of which carjuot be true.] 



country and those iii Europe? I*|e«*e itale fally 
and minutely all you know of any such connexioD, 
communication, government and subordination. 

Witness. As to the comr^unication between the 
Grand Lodges, 1 presume it is kept up regulirl; 
throufthout the U . States. The Grand Lodge hai 
the supremacy of the three lower degrees of Ma- 
sonry. . 

Mr. Hazard, i am very anxious to get at that— 
he connexion between these Masonic bodies in the 



Witness tontinued'Jiis answer. I never was much * U. State-* ami. alSo in other counlriea. 
of a book Mason. We werfe bouiil to assist alii Mr. IJalUlt. You will find it laid down in thege 
mankind, but our brethen in particular. We had \ avilhoiities— refifirin^ to the the Cdhstitutions ofthe 



no ties in politics, 1 speak from my own practice 
nnd f^'elinsjs. As to our being a blood stained in- 
stitution, it is. arsuid. ' That we should tiave a 

• Cain is not surprisin /. for we have had ouV Juda- 
SES aniono; U3. Wc'hjve also had our Alexander, 
the coppersmith, who iiltemptpd to do u.i much evil. 
I can say the Lord reward him according to his 
works. 

' [ITF Qucrij. Did the witne«s here allude to the 
Emperor pf Russia, who prohibited Fiec Masonry 
in his dominions, and whose rather sudden ri^ath, 
after that decree,.has benn involved iM^some little 
doubt. Was he rewarded by Masonry, according 
to his Avorks ?] 

IGth Interrogatory. Did yon ever l)e«r the na- 
ture and ejttent of the penal lie^-", di??cus^ed in a 
]x}dgn f orkhov/any higher than exi)ulsion, to be 
inflicted ^ \ . 

Witness. I never did. I ncvo 'heard of any 
penalties being inflicted, higher than cxpubiun. 

In answer to li)lh Interrogatory, witness says, 
. I never knew any Lodge- to combiiio to take any 
Kueasure^ to support a candidate for oflice. 

In answer to 20ih, If he ever voted for ^ Mason, 
in preference to a /;ci/cr wfln, of his own political 
sentiment .'* witness says, I never did, and I never 
favored a Ma^on to the injury of another person. 

In answer to 2Ist, respecting the grand hailing 

• sign being given, ]iesays» I never knew the g^rand 
hailing sijrn given iu any Court, to. any Judge, 
juror or otlicer. 

In answer to22d, whether ho would o'.^ey his Ma- 
iponic or civil obligation, if brought in conflict. Wit- 
ness says I tliiqk that q'^estion is answered, I do 
consider that my Masonic obligitions do not conflict 
with my civil dutie^ 

In answer to 23d, If he has visited Lodges in 
plher statds^and if their signs, ceremonies and work 
are the same, or similar .^ Witness says, I have in 
the Slate of Ktw York, at the meetiog of the 
Grand Lodge in N. York, and 35 years ago I visited 
ft Lodge itt Boston and one in Charlestown. I know 
of no difference in the ceremonies, and presume 
them to bo the same. I do not know any differ- 
ence between their Masonic practices, signs and 
mode of w6rking, and those in thi^ «*tate. -' 

The following question, which Mr. Hazard had 
neglected, was again handed to him, by W. Paine, 
Jr.. After turning it over some little time, he put 
iLthus. ' ' 

Mr. Hazard. It is Wished to vary thcSOth ques- 
tion in addition to mine. If you had a vote to give, 
or.a favor to bestow upon but one, should you pro 
fer a brother mason, to one who was not, under the 
same circumstances.' 

Mr. Mose» Richardson f a Mason, who was stand- 
ing near the witness, here said aloud—That is a 
case that never oould occur. Tho witness made 
no reply, nor was he required to do so, Mr. Haile 
has not put down in his minutes, the question or 
. the refusal of the witness to answer. 

24lh Interrogatory. Is there a chain of connexion 

between Giand Lodges and Masons of higher order 

in this and other states.' Do the liigher Lodges or 

Chapters in all other states, form one Masonic body 

or order tinder one head or Chief, called the Grand 



U. States General Grand Chapter, and the U. States 
General Grand Encampment, in Webb's Monitor, * 
pp. 107,243. Also to Vinton's Masonic Minstrel, 
p. 399, in which is given a communication to tha 
Grand Lodge of R. Island from the Grand Lodge 
of S. Carolina, setting forth that a communication 
had been received from the Grand Lodge of En* 
>;land, ''relative to the union of Freemasons in En- 
;;land, Ireland, Scotlan.l and America, by which 
events the Masonic Fraternity throughout the 
world have been cemented, into one happy fam- 
fly." At the same time the Grand Lodge of Soath 
Carolina roferf, "that the Corresponding Grand* S%c< 
retary shall congratulate the Grand Lodges in this 
country, upon the happy union of tlie whole Ma- 
sonic fimily thfoughout the world, ^and particularly 
that this great and happy event has been effected 
without the smallest dereliction of principle, ani 
that the words, passwords, signs, grips, working, 
forms of initiation, ^. are precisely the same 
IV ALL THE DE^GREEs, a5 hd^ htejk ike casc from 
time immemorial.^^ 

When these references were handed to Mr. Hat- 
afd, Grand Master Cooke suggested to the witness, 
if he would not prefer to write it out, and band bis 
answer to the Committee. 

Witness said he should prefer to liave Mr. Haile 

»take.it down. Mr. Hazard proposed to adjourn till 

afternoon, which vta$ done, thus giving the 'witness 

an opportunity to consult with other Masons, as ta 

the best mode of meeting this important qyestion. 



Tuesday \^fternoon, 3 o'clock. 

Messrs. Hazard, Sprague and Haile of the Com- 
'mittep, met at 3 o'clock, and resumed the examina- 
tion of Mr. Wilkinson, in reference to the govern- 
ment of Masonic bodies. 



In answer to 26th Interrogatory, Witness says, 
The several Lodges in this State are under subordi- 
nation, to the Grand -Lodge ofthe State. Each 
State has Its Grand Lodg«. The Grand Lodges in 
the U. States are independent. They communi- 
cate to each other their ofBcers, &c. We write a 
circular after the elections of officers, to all the 
Grand Lodges, and a communication is kept up. 
The communications between them are conopli- 
mentary, or we can write on business. They com- 
municate any Masonic matters as they think neces- 
sary. They communicate with each other as equals, 
but not as superiors. / 

Thero is a higher or Jer. of masons who form a 
community. There is no connexion between Chap^ 
ters and Lodges except this, that a person can- 
not receive the higher degrees, unless be has 
taken the lower. The same men compose both, 
but there js no control in point of government. I 
state this fcom vvl\at I kuo.w in practice. I 
have not been a book ^'eading.m^son^ The two de* 
grees of Royal and Select Master, ^ do not know to 
what branch they belong, though 1 have taken 
those degrees. 

Mr. Hazard. Does the Grand Lodge admit hon- 
orary members? * 

Witness. When the Grand Lo<!ge was first es- 
, ta\}\iBhe(\ in \\\\aS\.a\.fc,A\\*5\ft vjexe Wv t^NO Lodges, 



^iffh Priest oi the (/.States.^ Ja there any con- laud Ihey tt\en e\ecV^d e\%\\\. VvoTiot>iT^ m^\c^)«\%^ 
Jt^jr/oa bptwfen the highfir Mmoqic powern in this \to ini^as^ lUe u^xvcxbet. 'B>3kX mwv^ >j%w* *Jvv%x \>^v 
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Grand Lodge voUd not io add to that mimber, but 
toiitinue to elect those daring Ufa, who had been 
'■elected. 

Th© several Royal Arch Chapters met in 179S, 
\nd a General Grand Chapter was formed, for the 
Northern States, by a Convention held at Hartford. 
Afterwards this was exfendod throughout the U. 
States. They formed al first a Constitution for the 
Northern States, which now extends over the U. 
States. This'G^eneral Grand Chapter elects a Gen- 
eral GRA^'0 High Priest, to which all look up 
as the HEAD. [Mr. Flaile did not liice ihia fast ad- 
mission, and got the witness to go over his answer 
dgain. He then stated it in this form. J 

In 1798, the Royal Arch Chapters in the North- 
ern States and New York, formed a General 
Grand Chapter for those States, wiiich was after- 
wards extended over the U. States, all the Chap- 
ters having adopted it. This Association is now 
called tho General Grand Chapter of the United 
States, which is governed by an officer called the 
General Grand High Priest. 

Witness, I wish that to be corrected, so as to read 
presiiled over. Our Govern^nent is too Republican 
td say governed. 

Mr. Haile. Then your Government is more Eo- 
publicaihthan your titles.^ ,' 

^ Witness. You will find it so.' We are governed 
by no body'but ourselves. 

lfr[Mr. Haile wrote down these precis© words, but 
afterwards suggested to the witness they had better 
be struck out, to which the witness readily as- 
sented.] . 

, Mr. Haiard. . When did the higher degrees orig- 
inate, and when wer6 they introduced here.' 

Witness. I have no knowIfd|{o of tho time 
tvhen the degrees including the Royal Arch and 
above, originated. The Royal Arch was introduc- 
ed into Rhode Island in November, 1793. 1 recol- 
Ject the difficulty we had to find seven Royal Arch 
Masons, to open the first Chapter. Mr. John Car- 
lile and myself are the only on6s now living, who 
took the degree at that time. The higher degrees 
were introduced afterwanJs. I do not recollect 
when. A number of Mastej* Mason:) hein^ desir- 
ous of taking the higher degrees; Danie! Stilwell 
went to Nf. lork and got a dispensation; but it re- 
q<ared seven Royal Arcii Masons to be present at 
the opening of a Chapter; there wore present Mo- 
«es Seizas.releg Clarke, Thomas W. Moore, (Brit- 
ish Consul at Newport) Daniel Stilwell, Jonathan 
Donnison, Samuel Stearns, (a foreigner) and 1 be 
liove Danibl Dailey. I do ntt like the expression 
•♦thay introduced it,*' (as Mr. Haile had written it 
down.) It. was introduced by them. [Mr. Haile 
Altered it to, was introduced] . 

A question was asked relative to the government 
oTthe subordinate Chapters. 

Witness, There is one question you have not 
asked, whieh will explain this. Kach State has a 
Grand Chapter, to which all tho chipters in that 
State are subordinate. They objected to give us ti 
Grand Chapter in Rhode Island, wo wore so small, 
but we would not join, unless they (Tid. We. are so' 
Repjiiblican we are not governed by any body but 
ourselves. Our government is more republican 
than any civil or religious, under Hcaveor The 
-^overal Chapters in each State form a Grand Chap- 1 
ter presider over^jy a Grand High Priest, .to which 
the Chapters are subordinate, and tho Grand Chap- 
ters of each State are subordinate (o and under the 
jurisdiction of the General Grand Chapter of the 
United States. 1 have nev<jr known of any com- 
nmriication :^ith any foreign Masonic body, other 
^than that of a brother coming. along for charity. I 
believe that once or twice Masonic letters have 
passed between the Grand Lodge and the provin- 
cial Lodges in U. States. X say positively thAt'tliere 
is no subordination or conriexion between any body 
of MasoDs in this State and £u rope . ^ THey may 
koep up 8 friendly iiifer^urse. 



In answer to the ^7Ui. If Lndjjes in other statri / 
give nbiice of the /ferpulsiori of members ?, 

Witness. It is the custom of Grani Lodges in 
each-^ta'e to communicate to each other the names 
of members expelled • Especially if it wasFuppos- 
e<l that d per.son was truveliiii<^ vibroad where lu * 
misiht do (nischief 38 an unworthy brother. 

[Qufvfj? Howard, the nuirderer of Morgan,' , 
travelled- to Europe, by Jhe help of a Chapter in N. 
York, hut was never expelled. There was no fear, it' 
seems, that Atf was an un worth)* brother] 

Mr Hazard. Has yo^r Lodge ever received any ' 
communication from ths Grand Lodge, Chapter or 
Encampment of New York retntive to the expu^ 
8iorrof any member ot either of* those bodies-con- ■ 
corned in the abduction and -murder of Williani 
Mof ff an .? J . 

Witness. 1 can give you a general answer. That 
I have ho knowledge of any thing of the kind in , 
any Masonic body. 

29th Interrogatory. When' the expulsion of a 
member of another Lodge is communicated, what 
order is taken by your Lodge, if itr comes from 
another ^tate .? 

Witness. It is entered on the Record-i, so that ho 
may not bar received in that Lodge. 

SOih. Has any Lodge, Chapter'or Enca.mpment 
in this Stat3 to your knowled^jjo received any corn* 
m'unicalion from any Masonic body in New York^ 
on the subject cf the killing of Mor^Mn, and if so, 
what was. its impoit. - 

[V written reoiiest was hero sent to Mr. Hazard 
from Anlimasp»^, that he would summon the Grants 
Master, Graii<r /jigh Priest and Grand Conirrrander 
of 1826--37, and question them on this point Ha 
asked Mr Cpok who Ihoy wore, but neither of them 
was summoned!] 

Witness. I l>avo no knowledge of any sucli com- 
munication ever having haen mado. - 

Question fj^o'u B. F. Hallett. Is it not accord) ncf 
to Masonic u^age that every MasV'n who has not 
been expelled from his Lodsje, Chapter, &c. is en- 
tilled to admission in the Lodges or Chapters, of a!^ 
other States, as a worthy visiting brother ? 

[Mr Haile has perverted tl>is question by putting:^ 
in a qualification not in the original.] 

fFifrac55. it is, if the Mason makes hinwelfknowrf 
as such, and the Lodge is satisfied that his pmten^ ' 
sions aro stich as he represents them, and they ar* 
satnfied he has taken the degree of that Lodge. 

MrHiteard, When any Masons in other State.", 
especially if conspicuous, are convicted of any 
crime of a serious nature, is it not usual for Lodge* 
to pass some order to guard against the intrusion ofe 
such guilty Masons ?' 

Witness. To answfer your question 1 should say 
that I think it woulJlbe their duty to do so,.bu.t.t 
I have not" known such. a case precisely. Ifa^masdr* 
^ has done any tiring for which he is expelled, it is 
communkiated to us, and we should not admit hiip. 
Wo icnow HO difference between greiit men and lit- 
tle rnen in Pvlasonry, except the great men we mako- » 
ourselves — men ot straw I suppose. 

Mr Haile. But suppose a Mason had^ committed' 
a hiffh crime, should you receive him, as a Mason ? 

Witness. If he was not a member ofour Lodge 
tee should consider we hid nothing to do with his 
crimes. He must go to his own lj>dge. If wo 
knew that he hadbeenconvictedof aheiqona crime, 
we should not admilhim,^ui we should not under- 
take to judge of his guilt or innqcence. If he had 
bee^ convicted of a great ci ime, 1 suppose we should ■ 
not admit him whether he had been expelled or not. 
I speak. this from my own feelings, never having 
had any knowledge of such a case. 

Mr Hazard. Have you ever heard any Mason of ^ 
reputable standing in society, justify the kilHngr 
•of Morgan? ^^ , 
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m^ epiniop againtt it, if it was doTie by M^on^. It 
Wat a very unwarrantiable act if it was done, a vtry 
unwis€ and foolish one, as well as wicked. 

Mr. Hazard. Has your Lodge, or any Masonic 
body, passed any vote disapproving of tiie conduct 
of the persons concerned in the Morgan business, 
and forbidding their admission at visiting brethren ? 

Witness. I know of no proceedings about it; 
I always considered we had nothing to do with it. 
We had nothing to. say whether he was Icitled or 
not, or murdered of not We were entirely inde- 
pendent of it, and tiiat Masons of this State hacf no 
more to do with it a<* such than citizens of thitf State 
bad. It belonged to another jurisdiction. 

Mr. Hazard was requested to put the 11th Inter- 
rogatory, which he had passed over. He put it in 
this form : What do you c6naider the secrets bi 
■ mysteries of Masonry to be .' We dont aslc you to 
point out the si^ns. Do you iinow anv secrets 
- except those disclosed in Bernard and Aifyn ? 

Witness. I consider them tcr be merely personal 
matters, by which one Mason Icnows another. They 
. serVe to distinguish ps from other fotl(s. I never 
thougjht of it before, but such is my impression. 

Mr\ IlaUeit. Do they not enable Masons to co- 
operate secretly, and combine against all other 
*^ men .^ and may they not be used tp the' injury of 
other men .' 

Witness. I eay as a Mason and an old man, that 
the secrets of Masonry as imparted to me,have tend- 
ed to make me a better man, and more charitable 
to All men, and particularly to Masons. Wc never 
ffave the secrets unHer the InqmsiXion^ and we ne- 
ver shall give them. 1 shall not say whether those 
pointed out in tfie books^are the secrets or not. Let 
those who think they have got them try^ and they 
* will find their mistake. 

Mr. Haile. Are not these secrets such as ca,nnot 
affect any but Masons ? 

Witness. Tltere is nothing in the secrets of Ma- 
H^Bonry which can affect any person,.but Masons. 

The following qu^estion was here pioposed by 
W. Sprague Jr. — When you enter or leave a Lodge 
■^r Chapt3r, do vou make any sign or motion. If 
«o, to what does it allude. Is it intended to impress 
\ipon the mind, the penalty of that degree? 

Mr. Hdzard. This relates to one of the secrets 
'or Masonry. 

Mr. Sprague said that'was the reason he wanted 
the question put. It would explain the penalty. 
Mr. Hazard read the question, aloud, iTs if to see 
what it wais, and not as putting it to the Witness. 

Witness. I should not like to answer that ques- 
tion. It relates to the parts of our ceremonies 
which your honor hai iaid you would not question 
t/» about t You must be sensible that it is one of 
ihose questions you agreid'not to ask us about ! It 
has no bearing on the subject and is merely an en- 
tering wedge to draw some admissions and contra^ 
dictions out of ns Therefore I should decline 
Answering it. I consider it merely a piece of idle 
t:uriosity to gain advantage. That you may state. 
_[This was the first intimation gwen of an under- 
standing between Mr. Hazard and the Masons, as 
to the nature of the questions he should ask them. 
Mr. Hazard did not deny the bargain; which was 
thus unexpectedly disclosed, though' he evinced 
muchchagrin and vexation at the imprudent dis- 
closure made by the witness, and he aiflerwtirds 
said to two individuals, that he was an old foot for 
doing so, or words to that pflfect. 
Mr* Paine Jr. informed Mr.'Haiard thece were sev- 
eral other questions we should want to ask, such 
as an explanation of the burning busli, and the 5ih 
Libation. Recovering in part from his confusion at 
the unexpected disclosure made by the witness] 

Mr. Hazard said, I have expressed' my opinion 
that it i4 improper to call upon Masons to disclose 
their secrets. It h improper to make them forfeit 



chides ^U otfadr crimes, says Mr. Hazard, and ji 
Masons are to be protected from disclosing wbit 
they have sworn not to betray !] We have eian. 
ined Mr. Wilkinson to our satisfaction, and w« 
have no curiosity on this point. Mascins considei 
themselves bound in honor not to divulge the se- 
crets, ceremonies and signs, and^ I cant considtr 
that any such question can be put with any fOod 

object. 

H'itness. I do hot intend to answer nor ianj 
any thing in reference to the secrets and eereinonia 
of Masonry. I do not mean to say 4*hetheY inj 
such sign is made or is not made. 

[CO* This respectable witness was under a oM 
oath to tell ** the truth the whole truth, and noibio^ 
but the truth." He was under a Masonic oath, Dot 
to tell the truth, in reply to this question. Wbid 
oath did he consider superior ? And yet he testi- 
fied a few pages back, that he never considered bii 
Masonic oath could come in conflict with his civii 
duties, and. if it did, he should g^ive th« latter thi 
preference. 

Is not the Masonic practice of Oits witness foore 
conclusive of the binding nature of Masonic oathi, 
than of the force of civil fobligatioDs upon tbt 
subjects of Masonry?] 

Mr Paine Jr. requested Mr. Hazard to pat tk 
following question, which, af>er som^ delay, andm 
evidmt.reluctance, was read to the witne^ as fd* 
lows: 

Are the ceremonies of initiation in the Koigbt 
Templar's dej;ree in Allyn's Ritual, page 250ydr»k- 
ing from the scull, &c., and the rei^resefltation or 
plate, called the 5th libation, are they tori^l' 
The book was here handed to the witness^ who (to- 
dined taking it. 

Witness. I never saw this book, I never read it, 
and I never shall; nor shall 1 answer whether thej 
are correct or not. 

Mr. Hazard. To put an end to thid kind of ques- 
tioning, I will ask. Have you made i>p^ your mioil 
that you will not answer any quesfioo, relating to 
the form of iniliatio«, ceremonies and secrets df Ma- 
sonry? 

"Witness. I have made Bp my mind not io ^ 
swer. / considered that to bel jgreed upon by dH 
Conimittee. [\j;j' Civil oath, 1 swea^ to tell tbe 
truth, the whole truth!] 

Mr. Sprague (of the Committee) here n^ade some 
suggestions, dissenting from any sych agreement 
on jiis part, and insisting on the queetion being pat. 

Mr. Hazard. Are yoii willing to answer any 
<]iiestions relating to the forms of initiation, and ss- 
crets of Masonry.^ 

Witness I am not. I consider thi^m' merely 
personal. If we are guilty of crimes hangus, but 
if we are not, I do not consider the question proper 
(0 be answered. [|CP A Masonic oath, can never 
interfere tvith a civil oath.] 

Question from Mf. Paine.— Do yoir Inow any 
thing about a check ISiegi&e or par^s word^i^^iven to 
yourself or any Mason, since t^e disclosures' isadt 
by William Morgan? 

Witness. There was no new d€^ee. . Tbcrtf 
might have been S()<tnething to prevent those Iv- 



DASEs, who had been 



among 



us, from^ getting' 



fip^ ^g betray, [[[yMtir^^r tmd treason exceptediln- \ aud lusisted u^ou Vvvi\Tia V^^ ^Mft««»u \wiv K w^- 






there again. It was never called a degree. It was 
to keep out those traitors as wd called thetfi* ^< 
seceders and intruders' or spies; people thattve dvOa*t 
want should come there.' 

[Some conversation not heard passed between 
Mr Sprague and Mr Hazard. The latter seemed 
Knecisy. Mr Spragus turnod to the 5th libation m 
Allyn, atid insisted on having the obligation as there 
given r^d to the witness who had refused to look 
at it in the book. Mr Hazard^ was thus placed in 
an uncomfortable pofctStion, between his bartrain 
with the witness and other' Masons not to ask these 
quesiiona, aud vVvfe Y\a\\\. e\Ti.\vnA4 Vj'^ ^v ^^va^ie^ 



'"f'f"^°°'''^y^'^»closing tbe itecrets they hav^ sworn \ one of l\ve CommvWee, N^Xio o^J^ftcVfc^ V6 v\v^ >a7kx^vk 
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4cn thought appeared to seize Mr. Hasnrd, which 
presented a mode to extricate himsr^lf^ and also to 

E' unish the witness for- disclosing the ba,rgain that 
ad exposed the partia.1 eperations of the majority 
of the Committee.] 

Mr. Hazard — (holding Allyn in his hand.) Mr. 
Wilkinson, it is suggested that this part of the cere- 
mony, at this page of Allyn's book, is a part of the 
Knight Templar's obligation wiiich lie swears to. 
If is is so you ought to state it. It comes under 
your obligations. / 

Witness. We have given vo(t all the obligations 
W^ were required to. 

Mr. Hazard — (a little touched.) But come to 
think of it, this fs an obligation. It is given in the 
ibrm of an oath. 1 will read it to you from Allyn, 
page 250. 

'* This pure Wine 1 take from this cup, in testi- 
mony of niy belief of the mortalitv of the body, 
And the immortality of the soul, and as the sins of 
the whole world were laid upon the' head of* our 
Savior, so may the sins of the 4)erson whose skull 
this once was, be heaped upon my head in addition 
to my own; and may they appear in judgment 
against me,. both here and hereafter, should I vio- 
late or transgress any obligation in Masonry or the 
orders of Knighthood, which I have heretofore ta- 
ken, take at this time or may hereafter be instruct- 
ed in. So help me God. [Drinks the wine] 

Mr. Hazard. That appears to be an oat h. Is that 
correct? Were these words a port of the obligations 

Witness. They do not belong to the obligation. 
We have given you the obligation entire, as we 
take it. fre gave them as ytai asked.^ That is 

CONTRARY TO WHAT HAS BEEN USOALLV COIVSID- 

SRiCD OUR DUTT ; but the ceremonies we consider 
Tia persona], belonging to us, and shall neither affirm 
Dor deny. I shall not for one. 

[This answer was made, while Mr Haile was 
writing down thie qoedliori. After he had written 
it dut, be read the form of the fifth libation as above, 
and asked] was thia administered to you, or did you 
•ver see it .? 

Witness: I say that is our particular secrets and 
teremonieSf which I bhai^l wot fbel htsslf 

. BOiJND, UNDER AWT SITUATION TO PISCLOSE. 

[(CrThere is no Masonic obligation incompatible 
with any civil obligation !] 

Mr Hazard. But I consider this a part of the 
^obligation of the Knight Templar, if these words 
*re true. 

Witness. 1 had no such obligation administered 
to kne. 

A question was here. handed to Mr j^azard, which 
he readily put. Da you know any thing about these 
words ? 

Witness. I know about a great many things in 
jMasOnry, whieji J shall not tell you or any other 
wait; ' whether ft did or did not make a part of the 
ceremonies, i neither affirm or deny. 

Mr Hazard. As the answer now is, it may lead to a 
wrong conclusion that it is so. I think you might 
iie a Mason answer in the negative, if it Is not true } 
. Witnesi. I think that would be un unfair qoes- 
tfdn. You have said it might be answered as a ma- 
•Mj. It is what as a mason / will never submit to. 
[The witness here lifted up both arms.] 

M¥ Hazard, That is right, Mir Wilkinson.— 
There is ilotbin^ improper In your secrets,, that is 
proved. All societies have their seci-ets. But c .n*t 
you aiiswer if these words wereK)r were not used in 
the cerenaciny or initiation of a Kight Templar.? 

Witnesi: As to the secret ceremonies of that or 
any other degree, I will neither affirm or deny. 

Mr Hazard. Wont that leave an impression 
rather that it isin the ceremonies-.' 

Witness. That would be an uiineceasary question. 

^£r Haile, then put il to Witness in this form 

Were these words used 
monr or ittitiatidn in the 
>frttnss9. In regard 



or any other degree of l^Iasonry, I seither affiritf 
.nor deny. , » 

Mr Hazard. Mr WilkiAson, that looks very much 
as if it was so ! , .'- 

Witness. (Rather out of patience) I can't help 
how it looks ! 

Question from B. F. Hallett. Is there any thing 
in the Hoyal Arch Oath, which refers to keeping 
the secrets of a brother companion .' 

Witness. I do not now recollect of any other 
than the penalty of our former obligation, ih the 
Master's oath, to keep each other's secrets. Wheth- 
er that is again expressed in the Royal Arch oath, 
I do not know. It strikes ifie not, he being cohsid-' 
ered already bound by reference to his former ob- 
ligation as a Master Mason. It inay be incorporat;" 
ed again by eome. ' . _ 

. Que<«tion from' the same. But how is a Royal 
Arch Mason -bound by his oath to Iteep the secrets 
of a brother eoiripanfon .' 

Witness. There is that which obligates him iti 
addition to his former obligation tp keep the Mastef' 
Mason's oath. \ . ■ 

Mr. Haile, That don't meet the question. He 
then read the written Royal Arch oath, as hiihded 
in, wjiich had no reference to keeping secrets, bit 
to the Master's oath. * 

Witness. There is nothing different in the bath 
as I received it or heard it. The Master's oath. 

Mr. Haile. The Master's oath has nothing to do 
with it. You do not iindersiand it. It is no an 
swer at all. The question is whether yoii aresbbund 
in any way, to keep the secrets of a Royal Arch 
Mason? 

Witness. No further than the other clausd in the 
Master's degree. That we should not reveal the 
secrets of a Royal Arch Mason, we "are bound in 
the same wajr; but nothiiig iii. addition. [iCTThat 
is murder ana trea^oh excepted.^ 'v 

Mr. Hazard. Doe^ that comprehehd the whole 
oath } [pointing tp the written oath.] 

Ifitness. It docs. You see we bind ourselvea 
hbt to give the degree except to one who is a Mas- 
ter Mason. , * 

Mr Haile. From whenoA, are dispensations ob- 
lained for Grand Lodges,* iSrand Chapters and, 
Grand Encampments. 

Witness. While we were under the British gov- 
ernment, we had a Deputy Grand Lodge derived 
from their Grand Lodge. The higher orders were 
not introduced then, and a Convention wae callefl, 
and the general Grand Chapter formed. The 
General' Grand Encampment was formed in the 
same manner. 

The Grand Lodges inthe Stales we?o formed % 
the subordinate Lodges in each State, without any 
foreign dispensation. 

How n^ere the Chaptora formed } 

I have told in ibis State. In other States I do^ 
. not know. 

After the Getieral Grand Chapter wasformed^ 
that constitution provided that there should be- 
Grand Chapters la each State, represented at that 
tin:p. V 

Qiiesttoii by request. Have you* ever known a . 
Mason to give the seerets to one who was not a 
Mason, or to one of an inferior degree ^ 

Witness. 1 never have known it. 

Haveyoivtas a Mason ever been told any thing 
respecting Morgan, or his difficulties. 

Witness. I never have. 

Did you ever know Lewis C. Brown of Cumber- 
laud, having been tried in the Grand Lodge for an 
ofietice dgatnst Masonry. 

Witnessi I have some- faint recollection of 9uc|k 
.atrial. 1 remember there was a ditficuUy. I can- 
not state i*espectin^vl« TVvt\^^'«<% -^ ^A^^XsJCOiV^- 
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, it WMy ^hftihcr ten or twenty jaari. 1 bad no con«i 
cern with it U wae after I was active in the 
Lodf^o. He wae not tried in tlie Grand Lodge. If 
1 recollect right a Committee was appointed. 

STbe teatimony of Wm. Wilkinson here closed, 
I the Committee adjourned till Wednesday morn- 
ing. We again invite » careful examination of this 
testimony. Mr Wilkinson has evidently given his 
testimony with a 'high degree of conscientiousness. 
He appears deeply sensible of the importance of a 
civil oath, and yet Masonic obligations were strong- 
er apon the mind of even soch, a man^ than civil 
or conscientious obligations.] 

Wednesday Morning y December 14. The Com 
mjttee met at 9 o'clock. Present Mesiirs. Hazard 
Sprague and Haile. Barzillai Cranston, Esq. was 
railed by Mr. Hazard. Mr. Crans^fon is High 
FaiEST of the Providence Royal Arch Chapter, 
and at the same time Secretary of Mount Vernon 
Ix>dge; a practical illustration of the mtimate con- 
Dextion between Chapters and Lodges; for whatev- 
ec the President of the Chapter should desire to 
have done in the Lodge, respecting its funds, &c. 
the Secretary of the Lo^ge couM carry into effect, 
^nd vice versa. Mr Cranstoti is a printer, and re- 
cently attempted tp get up a Masonic paper, which, 
he issued jiroposals tu puplish, but without success, 
He is a very respectable and unimpeachable citizen* 
a man of prudence and cbcums^ection, and consci- 
•nciousin his dealings, but very ardently attached 
to Masonry, in which he has attained more distinc- 
tion than under any other circumstance. 

The embarrassments under which Mr. Wilkinson 
labored in giving bis testimony, viva voce, seemed 
(o have suggested te Mr. Hazxrd and the Masonic 
witnesses, the necessity of obviating ^ like expos- 
ure, by coming prepared with a written statement, 
the result of caretul examination and "caution," 
by a comparison of ils different parts so as to avoid 
contradiction. Thus, to the surprise of all not in 
the secret, Mr. Cranston appeared with a written 
reply to certain interrogatories with which Mr. 
Hazard had privately furnished him the day before, 
as th« only interrogatories the Committee would put 
to hiin, thus giving him ample time to answer them 
circumspectly in writing. [A similar indulgence, it 
is believed, was never before granted to a witness ] 

l2tA Witness. Barzillai Cranston, High 
pRiiST. Mr. Cranston was called by Mr. Hazard, 
and instead of being 8«orn to tell the truth, the 
whple truth» and nothing but the truth, as had been 
done with all the preceding witnesses, he was of- 
frok'd **to maks true answers t» such questions as 
may be asked!'* Under this oath, lie handed iji his 
written statement, drawn up by himself, in answer 
to the interrogatories privately furniahed him. 

These facts Mr Haile suppresses in his minutes.] 
Writtew Statement drawn up by Barzillai 
Cramston, whxn not undqr oath. 

Barzillai Cranston, in answer to qupFtions, says he 
isa Printer in Providence, -s a Mason, a member 
and Secretary of Providence Mount Vernon Lodge 
in Providence, Providence Royal Arch Chapter, 
Member of Council of Royal and Select Masters in 
Providenco and member of the Grand Lodge. 
Tookthe three first degrees, in 1814, in St. John's 
Lodge, and others, including Royal Arch, in 1817, 
and the Select Master, in 1826. Is at present 
fiich Priest in the Chapter. Oaths were ad- 
ministered in each degree, and were received In 
goo4 faith by him, which oaths deponent says have 
bee^ written out in full, and laid before the'Honor- 
able Committee. A good deal of pains have been 
taken to give the precise words of the obligations 
as they have been given most. In the different 
bodies, by consultation among the present and past 
officers. That form which the most of the officers 
had used, was agreed upon as the most proper form. 
Witneaa is certain that these obUgntionn are correcj, 
/^*//r, afilte iearpt them^ and he did learn th«m of 
/^# o/9fce/-s frlio administered them to him. 



His view of the obligations is that they are an 
cient forms and solemn asaeveratlonc ; that they 
hdve been kept In use as much for their antiquitj 
as for any other reason except the want of confi* 
dence in the members to frame better ones, as the 
Charter of this' State has been clun^r to. The de- 
claration that the obligation is not intended to inter- 
fere with the candidates religieus or political duties, 
as well as the Chatges delivered or read from the 
Monitor, to every candidate, I consider proper qual- 
ifications of the obligations. I have known the af* 
fir mat ion to be given to candidates, and should al- 
ways have considered it my duty, while presidin;, 
to administer it on being requested to. I know of 
nothing in Masonry, against giving or taking the ti- 
firmation. My construction of She point in the 
Master's obligation which says * I will keep a broth- 
er's secrets, &c.' is, that the word worthy oughJt to 
be understoo^y as it is expressed in a preceding 

point, AND THAT THKT ARE BINDING ON MK SO FAK 
that I WOULD SUFFER THE PENALTIES RATHER 
TkAN REVEAL WHAT 1 HATS THEREIN PROMISED 
TO CONCEAL, AND NO FURTHER. So I HAVE IN- 
STRUCTED OTHERS. Had the obligations been framed 
to suit moderji times, the explanation and qualifica* 
tions, which our improved moral sense has given 
them, would be unnecessary. As a consequence 
of the Masonic compact, I can state that money has 
bedn appropriated by the Lodge I .beloo^ to for 
charitable purposes in every year since it wm 
chartered by the State. I never visited a Lodge or 
other Masonic body out of this State but once, and 
that was in Seekonk, Mass. for the purpose of giv- 
ing them information respecting conferring the de- 
grees and the lectures. 

I have never heard a Mason justify the murderer 
killing of Morgan, and never heard one speak lightl/ 
of that transaction nnce it hoi been believed at all to 
be true. Before it was thought to be trtte, I heard 
Masons and others speak lightly of it, ae a story get 
up for sonie other purpose — that of making sale for 
his book, &c. — rather than because It was true. 

I consider the Masonic Institution a charitable 
one, not merely a mutual insurance company, be- 
cause a member or his distressed family may draw 
out more than he ever paid in. if a Mason is in 
distress his claim for relief is good. (See by law 
and abstract of charities.) 

The by lawe (of Mount Vernon Lodge) provide 
for the expulsion of a member for disclosing * say 
of the transactions of the Lodge to the disadvan- 
tage of the Crad, or any indtvidoal brother/ or if 
he conduct himself disorderly or by vicieusness and 
immorality of condbci act unworthy the character 
nf a Mason. I know of no other punishment thao 
expulsion. 

The b^ laws are generally written and kept in a 
book subject to the inspection of any member. The 
constitution and by laws of the Grand Lodge are 
printed, and lay on the table. I have prtn^d by 
laws for a Lodge. I know of no secret by fatvs.. 

jimount of money paid for charUahle purposes from 

1799 to 1830. 



1799, 


•18 


1815. 


1800. 


10 67 


1816. 


1801. 


18 


1817. 


ie*' 


30 50 
13 25 


1818. 
1819. 


1804. 


-13 


1820. 


1805. 


15 7S 


1821. 


1806. 


. 28 36 


1822. 


1807.* 


38 62 


1828. 


1808. 


15 12 


1824. 


1S09. . 


" 15 


1825. 


1810. 


28 50 


iD'l&26. 


1811. 


48 06 


0CM827. 


1812. 


84 25 


1828. 


1813. 


29 


18^9. 


18U. 


68 


1830. 



45 


57 


106 69 


46 15 


48 50 


63 


• 85 


66 75 


107 25 


107 75 


97 04 


182 50 


100 98 


97 


71 


74 50 
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ExelosirA of money raised by subeeripiion whtob 
probably amouhted to Mveral hundred dollars. 

(Signed,) JASON WILLIAMS, Com 

Pirovidetuie, May 1630. 

A true copy from the Records of Mount Vernon 
Lodge. B. CRANSTON, Secfetary, 

Providence, June 3, 1831. 

AAer Mr. Craheton bad handed in bis written 
statement, Mr. 'Haile, by request of Antimasotis, 
read the variations in the oaths from Allyn's Ritual, 
omitted in the written oaths handed in by the M'a» 
eons. 

Ist. As to the Grand Haih'ng Sign, witness was 
asked if he ever heard it in the oath. 

Witness. I am confident 1 never did. 

2d. ** I will not speak ill of a brother mason, nei- 
ther behind hi^ back or before his face, but vaUl ap' 
prize him of all approaching danger.** Did you 
ever hear that ? 

Witness, I never did ! [After a pause, witness, 
added] There is a point in the obligation similar 
to that, ** that I wiU' not wrong a brother y or de.' 
prive him of his good name." 

[0*Mark the prevarication. The witness en* 
deavors to carry aa impression that there is a mate- 
Tial difference in the 2d point between the Rhode 
Island oath and AUyn's, and he so answers as" to 
make it appear that the most objectionable clause, 
'* will apprise him of all approaching danger," is not 
in the Rhode Island oath ! To show how nigh the 
wind Masons can swear^ touching their oaths, wiio 
are conscientious men in all other respects, refer- 
ence is here made to the terms of this point as p^iven 
in Allyn's oath, %n& in the Rhode Island oath, 
which this witness had just previously sworn was 
literally correct, hut which he almost denies, when 
it is put to him as a variation 'in Allyn*8 form. 

From the Master*s Oath in AUyrCs Ritual. 
*' That I will not speak evil' of a brother Master 
Mason, neither behind his baek nor before his face, 
but will apprize. him of all approaching danger " 

From the same oath written out by the Grand Lodge. 

''That 1 will not wrong a brother, or diprive 
iilm of his good' name, or suffer it to be done by 
otiiers, if in my power to 4>revent it, but will ap' 
prize him of all approaching danger ^ so far as it 
shall come to my knowledge .'"* 

The latter is in reality stronger tham the first, 
and yet tlie witness worded his answer so as to 
convey an impression that the obnoxious clause was 
not in the Rhode Island oath. Other witnessea it 
will be found went farther, and flatly denied that 
the clause, " apprize ki^ of all approaching dan- 
ger " was in the Rhode Island oath at all 1] 

8d. Keeping a brother's secrets, murder, and 
treason excepted, and they led to my election. 
Did yon ever hear it so administered f 

Witness. No Sir. The form i*, I wlM keep the 
•eeerets of a brother Master Mason, murder and trea- 
:«on excepted. 

4th. Relative to going on a Master Mason's 
«rrand ? , 

Witness. I nevqr heard that administered. 

6th. If any part is omitted, &c. 

Witness. I never heard that. ' 

Variations in the Royal Arch oath. 

6tU. The Grand Omnific word ? 

Witness. I never heard it in that form. 

[Mr. Hazard did not ask in what form he had 
heard it,] 

7th . Will apprize of approaching 4anger ? 

Witness. I never heard that ! 

8th. I will assist.^ companion Royal Arch Ma- 
son, when I see him engaged many difficulty — and 
will espouse his cause sp far as to extricate him 
from the same, whether he be right or wrong — 
pid you ever hear that ? 

Witness, Jfot the latter part 9f it. There is a 
clause in the Royaler ch oath, embracing the first 
pMrt of U. I never heard '< espouse iiis caaae so 
*r as t0 extrietLteiiim from thi eame^ whether he 



be right or Wfdhg." This obligation cenfloes the 
assistance to a worthy brother. 

[^J^ote. The High Priest here admits that ' 
there is a clause in the Royal Arch oath embracinjs 
this point? viz : — '* I will assist a companion Royal • 
Arch Mason, when I see him engaged in any dim- 
culty." In this he accords precisely with the testi* 
mony of Mr. Thacher, and establishes the substance 
of the allegation that Royal Arch Masons are bound 
to assist each other' in any difficulty, under all cir- 
cumstances, and of course whether right or wrong 
And yet it is a remarkable fapt, that the written' 
Royal Arch, oath handed in by the Rhode Island ^ 
Masons, does-not contain a word about assisting a 
,Royai Arch Companion, when engaj^ed% any diffi*' 
culty. But (he High Priest admits that there is 
such*an obligation in the oath, though he says it is 
confined to a worthy brother. What a worthy 
brother is, Past High Priest Wilkinson lias informed 
us. Mr. Haile, in his ihtnutes, omits a part of the 
witness' answer to the a^ve question, but retains 
the substance of the admission that there is such 
an_oUligation, viz : to assist a worthy brother com- 
panion, when engaged in any difficulty.] 

9th. * I will keep all the secrets of a Companion^ 
Hoyal Arch Mason, when communicated to ipe a^ 
such, without exception, or murder and treason not 
excepted.* Did you ever hearv that clause? 

H^itness,. J^^ot the i.ATritK vAwr of it. I never 
heard the expressions in the latter part of this bx-^ 
tract administered * ^ ' 

[0*JVtf<e. A very pregnant answer, and for onet 
Mr Haile has taken down here the very words of the 
witness. * I never heard the expression iu the lat'_ 
ter part* that is without exception) or murder and 
treason excepted. The inferrence is plain, /Aaes 
heard the first pifrt, viz. ' I will keep all the secrets 
of a Companion Roval Arch Mason when commu- 
nicated (or me as sucli.' M means all; precisely as 
Mr Thacher f stated the obligation he took in the 
■Royal Arch degree, viz. * to keep oZ/'the secrets of 
a Companion committed to me as such.' Mr Cran- 
ston thus fuHy sustains the testimony of MrThaeh- 
er, and yet it is another remarkable instance of Ma- 
sonic prevarication somewhere', that the written R. 
Is!and oath, in the Royal Arch degree, as handed 
tathe Committee, contains nftta'word about keep- 
ing the secrets of a companion, of any description 
or imder any ci ecu m stances ! Had the oalh always 
beennidrninistered without any.reference to keeping 
secrets, would not the answer of tlie High PriesI 
have been, * I never heard that clause, or any pari 
of it;' instead of * I never heard the expressions in 
the latter part f} 

[The following question in Mr Hallett's hand 
writing, Mr Haile was here requested to put. Mr 
Hazard had stepped out at this moment, and Mr 
Haile read the questiont It was afterwards ineor* 
porated among the variations marked EJ 

10th. In the obligation of the Royal Arch de 
gree, as read to you from paper marked By is. this 
sentence. 7tb. 'That I will not give the grand 
Royal Arch word in any manner except that in 
which i may receive it.' la the manner there re- 
ferred to the same described in this obligation as 
given in Allyn's Ritual, viz, * in the presence of 
three Companion Royal Arch Masons, myselt ma- 
king one of the number, and then by three times 
thrive under a living arch,^ 9nd at low breath ?' 

Witness. The obligation is, that I will not give 
the word, except in the manner I have, received it. 

Mr Haltett. To show that the oaths are alike, 
we want to know if the * manner' is the same as is 
described in the Royal Arch oath given in Aliyn's 
Ritual. 

Witness. I think I have answered that ques- 
tion. 

Jtfr. Hdlltlt. WKeTt\a\\.«!cwv??«t^^> 

Alt . HaiU. tVi«i ^vo^^^WwvX^ ^\«>5c«x ''^'«^;^'««!5**. 
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tfUnu9. After a pftuse. WoU, sir,! shoidd an- 
iwer-thftt the first part in comcif and decline an- 
-nowittg the reM. 

X^iCr^utc. Tliis witness bad taken a civil oath to 
make true answers to such questions as should be 
put to him, under the peril of the penalty of perju- 
ry ! and yet he refused to answer a qaestion put to 
him by Mr Haile, one of the Committee, because 
he had s#orn as a Mason to conceal and never re- 
- veal- Which oath did he regard moat bindin|; in 
this case; his civil or his Masmiic oath !] 

WUntsB was asked by request, if the penalty 4n the 
Past Master's decree was ever given, to have my 
tongue split from tip to root ? 

WitnetB. I never so heard it. 

Mr Hallett here observed that in the written 
statement banded in by Mr Cranston, he had given 
an acconnt of the charities of the LoJge for several 
yeara. lu order to judge of those charities it was 
necessary to ascertain for what purpose the money 
was applied, and also Ih^ relative proportion of those 
charities to the receipts and to other expenditures 
of the Lodge. He wished this question to be par- 
ticularly asked, viz. 
^ What was th<^ amount of the receipts of your 
' Lodge arising from fees, quarterly dues and all other 
sources, during the, years in which you state certain 
sums were paid out as charities, and what were the 
expenditures, during that period for all other pur^ 
posts f 

Mr John Miller, and Mr Peter Grinnell, high Ma- 
sous-, who were sitting at the table, both objected 
to this as a very improper question. One of them 
remarked aloud, if the Liodge had done so much, 
^^^y not give them the credit of it. Jt was suffi- 
xleiict to state what they had done. We had no more 
light to inquire into their 'private expenses^ than we 
had iorlo the expenses of an IndividuaL 

Wiintss. I aui finable to state. The records will 
show. 

Mr Hallett. Then the records ought to be pro- 
dtiei>d; and tiie statement shown;. These Lodges are 
chartered as charitable societies, and we cannot 
judge whether tliey hare wasted their funds or not, 

. unless we can: «ee boijir much money they have had 
to- expend, and what proportion has gone for chari- 
ties and for other ptf^poses. Mr Cranston has taken 
pains to collect all the charities, as he calls them, 

^ iind we ask to see the receipts and expenditures. 

[Mr. Hazard f who had been absent a short time, 
»s above stated, came in and took his seat, about 
ihls time, which put an end to all further attempts 
to get at the facts of the case. The follow mg 
^juestion was put by request.] Can you state any 
instance in wfrich a brother or his fanuly h%s receiv- 
ed more in cbarl^v than he paid inin fees, quarterly 
|Juc«. &c. If so s'tfft*^ the instance ? 

tVitncss, I think i coald with the assistance of 
the records, and the ordOts drawn J)y the charitaWe 
coihmittees on Ibe Ttciisury, as ^udifed and record- 
cd at Ihe end of the year. I -"^Pf nothing of quar- 
terly dues being paid. 

[After this occurrence in the examination, a writ- 
ten request was sent to the Committee, li.^* ^^J 
would require Mr C/anston to produce a staicT^ent 
i}[ th? receipts and expenditures of the Lodge for 
each year, to accompany the statciu,ent made in his 
deposition of the sums paid out in those years, for 
charities, and alae for wiiat clrarttles they were paid, 
if was also suggested that the «ums net down fur 
ihaiities in 1826 and 1827, ought to be explained. 
It is remarkable that the charities of those two 
years, tiie period ot Morgan's abduction and the trial 
of the locstern suffer ersj amount to $^3 42, a much 
larger sum than in any other two years in the es- 
tifiisto.] 
[The Committee took no notice of this request, 
/cay/M^/bf an exhibit of the leceijfiB and 6xpai\di- 
/tu/e3)^but permitted Mr CrsLDstoa'a statement to go 
^^^//^ frithou: calling upon him to bIiow the receipts 



and other expenditurea. And do! only in this tbiiig 
did they evince their determination to evade iw 
investigation, but they afterwards allowed this 
same Mr Cranston, to append to his deposition, sri 
umder otUh, a note in which he gives at second knd 
fromTJasbo William)i,a pretended statement of char- 
ities to individuals, from the Lodge ; and tins hsir- 
say account, not sworn to by any one or even ceili' 
fied, is appeitded to this depositiuD of Mr Cranston, 
and appears in the published report of the Com* 
inillee as a part of the testimony ! And yet tbij 
candid Committee could not get from the Secrete* 
ry of Mount Vernon Lodge a statement of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures of that Lodge ! Thattk 
Committee mighfhave no excuse for evading tbii 
inquiry into the receipts, and expenditures of the 
Lodge, a call was made upon them in the Proii- 
dence Daily Advertiser, of December 15, 1831, the 
day after they bad refused to comply with a writ- 
ten request to procure that evidence. The call 
in the Advertiser was as foHows : 

**I beg leave to make one suggestion either to 
the Committee on Masonry, or to i^e public, I doot 
mueh care which, if it is understoood. It is this. 
In the testimony of the Secretary of Mount Ver- 
non Lodge, there is a statement carefully drawn op 
of what is called the charities, for thirty one yew, 
amounting to |^i700, or about ^58 per year. A call 
was made [by Antimasons] for the account of re- 
ceipts of the Lodge during that time, together with 
its amount of funds and the sums expended for all 
other purposes ex£ept charity , but has not yet beea 
complied with. Now 1 agree this is the best exhib- 
it of ujiasonic charity, ever made by a Lodge, if it 
be alt real charity ; but at the same tinle we ought 
to see the other iieaas of the account to nnderstaod 
it. If this statement is to be appended to the Sec- 
retary's deposition, an exhibit of receipts and ex- 
penditures ought to go with it, or it is not fiik 

PLAY." 

A newspaper containing the aboye paragrapb,wai 
laid on tlie table of the Cohimittee» Friday mora* 
io^, Dec. 16. They still persisted in their detsr- 
mination not to permft the statements called for to 
be given to the public, and they afterwards put in- 
to their published report a hearsay story from this 
same witness about charities, without requiring him 
to make the exhibit that had been so repeatedly and 
so publicly failed fer ! This is one specimen of 
their fairness, and of their boasted indulgence] to 
Antimasons, in putting all question Ihey were de* 
sired ta ! ^ 

' Another fact should be mentioned in this coo* 
iN3xion,that will show the determination ofthe Ma- 
sons, in which they were ypheld by the Committee, 

TO KEEP TniSlR RECORDS SECRKT. 

One or two large Ledgers, purporting to be the 
records 1)f the Lodge, were observed on the table, 
but no one had examined them.' The day after the 
Committee had refused to make -any inquiry mto 
the funds and expenditure of Lodges, &c. Mr 
Hatkrtt took up one of these books of records, with 
a view to examine the accounts of receipts and ex- 
penclitures. He had just began to make a note with 
a pencil froiii apart ofthe records when Moses Rich' 
ardson, (Treasurer of the Grand Encampment) 
^^me up and seized the book with some violence, 
sayitf^j " *hat book is in my custody, we dont allow 
the Recc**ds,of St. John's Lodge to be seen by yoa 
Or any other Anltmason." The rec.Qnds were not 
afterwards seen, a'»d as the Committee v>oul4 no^ 
look Bt^thein; and others could not, they were #1 
effectually sealed as if they h!«d been buried upd$r 
the Altar with the Maiiiter's lost ^ord I Immedi- 
ately after Mr Hipbardsoo bad seized the records, a 
note was written signed by VVilUam Sprague, Abra- 
ham Wilkinson ,|ilVilliam Harris, Walter Paine, Jr. 
and B.F. HaVVeU^ etaUu^ Ihat all access was deni- 
ed to the Yccotds o^ \.\vft VM^^e^ ^V\sJ^ v«^ v^^^^^*^ i 
\h«i<i bccn\iTo\ig;Vv\. \.\x^^n tox \tvs^<i^\Aoxi»^\^^ ^wx»jv ^ 



«3 



to know If the Committee sanctiooed this proceeti- 
ing ? The note was placed before Mr Uaile, but no 
notice whatever was taken of tiie statement it con- 
tained, by the majority of the Committee. 

After thi!» transaction, it was found utterly im- 
possible to get, through this committee, any inquiry 
Into the wa&teful and "useless expenditures of Lod- 
ges, or the amount of their funds, and the Commit- 
tee were left to pursue their own partial courses- 
Had the Cora«nittee been disposed to act fairly , it is 
believed that some other charities mi|;ht have been' 
proved, where at least a thousand dollars had oeen 
•expended in the mummeries of a Masonic funeral, 
and the widow of the deceased Mason left des- 
4itQte; with but trifling if any assistance from 
Masonic bodies.] 

The folh>wing question was pot by request. Tou 
state that the torms-of oaths presented here, were 
-agreed to 4>y most of those who consulted al>out 
forming them. Who were the persona who con- 
aulted ^together and agreed to those forms, %nd di- 
rected them to be exhibited as your obligations ? 

H'ilness. Joseph S. Cooke [Giand Master] , Peter 
Orinnell [General Grand Treasurer], Wm. C. Bar- 
ker [GrandComraander], James Salisbury [Master 
of the Veils, we believe], Christian M. Nestell 
[Grand Recorder], Cyrus Fisher, John Andrews 
[former officers in the Chapter], Moses Richardson 
/Treasurer o( the Grand Encampment], Samuel 
■Jackson, 2d. [Past High Priest], and Bazillai Cran- 
ston [High Priest]. [The witness did not state 
their Masonic titles. They are given here to show 
the source irom whence the written oaths came, 
-and the Masonic power and influence which those 
who framed them could exert to induce all other 
JMasqns to delieve they comprised the exact forms 
as administered to them. A lew omissions, under 
such eircnmstances, would not be called in ques- 
tion. That there were omissions in the Royal 
Arch oath, is plainly shown by the statements of 
Messrs. Wilkinson and Cranston, relative to obliga- 
tions of that oatli requiring them to assist a brother 
in any difficulty, and to keep his secrets.] 

If^t^n&sf-— after giving the above names. I don*t 
\dow that I can name any others at present. It 
was the mtention to give them as they have been 
administered in St John's Lodge, Chapter and 
X/ouncil, and Mount Vernon Lodge, for a number 
, of years. There were no objections to reporting 
them as the form of oaths, I fouttd I had used the 
word unless f'vf here otbers had except^ and there 
were some such other immaterial variations. 

[inrMr John Andrews, one of the above num. 
ber, stated to John Hall and B. F. Hallett, after the 
investigation, that there were objections in this 
isovncil or committee against giving the oaths at all. 
That one of this m said be. would sooner have his 
arm cut off than do it, and that a great many Ma- 
sons still considered the oaths as much the secrets 
•of Masonry^ as. any other part ef the institution] 

Mr, Hazard. Have, to your knowledge, any of 
the funds of these two Lodges been misapplied, 
and directed to ether than the legitimate objects of 
the Lodge .' 

Witness, I believe they have not. Not to my 
jLUowledge. Not one individual oat of ten hus- 
l>auds his funds better than these Lodges do. 

Question 'from John Mitler, (Mason). Have 
not sums been vokiatarily p^aid by. members of 
the Lodges, in charities, excliisive of the funds } 

Witness, Formerly, when the funds were small, 
and the members few, this was the case. The 
Lodges appointed a committee to sobcit contribu- 
tions, to be applied for the relief of distressed mem- 
bers and their families. 1 have been under the im- 
pression that the papers were returned to. the.Lodge, 
but they cannot be found. 

(JgOrA^ the subject of the funds and charities had 
been brought up here by masons, it was I' *"' 
iftifit i9 propose some giiestions ou th« Other 



draw out facts, if possible, on a subject which ths 
Committee seemed resolved to Keep. in the dark. — 
The fV>Uowing question was handed by W. Paine, 
Jr. What are the legitimate objects of expenditure 
to which the funds of a Lodf^e are applied ? Mr 
Hazard hositated, and put the question very reluct- 
antly. He said he considered it already answered . 
under the question as to the genera] objects of Ma- 
sonry. Mr Sprague wished it put, and it was read 
to witness. " 

• Witness. The legitimate objects I understand to 
be, that they <are to be applied to charities, and 
other purposes. [^cS^Mr Haile has put this down 
charitable purposes^ which waj not the language 
of witness.] 

Mr Hazard. Do you mean to say that they are 
applied to charity,, and the ordinary necessary tx- 
'penses of tha Lodge ? 

Witness. 1 do. ' 

It was here remarked aside, by Antimasons, that 
this explained nothing, unless you could get at the 
receipts, and all the expenditures of the Lodge ? 

Mr Hazard overheaid the remark^ and said— It 
seems that is not satisfactory. 

Mr Hallett. No Sir. You may put this ques- 
tion if you please. 

What do you understand by the ordinary and 
necessary expenses of a Lodge or Chapter ? 

Witness. It would take sometime to answer that 
question in full. I should consider if they wanted 
fuel, oil, printing, and such like^ they would be 
bound to pay for them. Also repairs of building, 
tools^ trowels — and a good mamf things I could 
think of if 1 had time. ., [Mr Halle oiiiits all tbescT 
particulars in his minutes.] •^ 

Mr. Hazard, By necessary * and ordinary ex- 
penses do you incfnde any other than those you 
have enumerated and things of that character .' 

Witness, I have never kno«i» any entertain- 
ments that had been paid for out of the funds;— not 
in the Lodgoe in this town. 

Question by reouest. What do you mean by 
saying, in the Loages ? 

Witness, 1 think there have been instances in 
the Chapter. I have never known it in the Lodges, 
I am pretty sure.' 1 have heard the members of 4he 
Chapter say that it was sometimes necessary to have 
some refreshments itf a long sitting— crackers and 
cheese. The sittinffs of the Chapters were longer 
than the Lodges. There was a supper paid for by 
the Chapter recently, on the occasion of an election. 
It was an unpleasant evening, few persons were 
present, and we voted topaf the person who provi- 
ded th^ supper out of the funds. ^ 
W. Paine, Jr. offered a qaestaon, whether contri- 
butions were paid to tho Grand Lodge from subor- 
dinate Lodges, and from Chapters to the Grand 
Chapter. Mr Hazard said it was unnecessary, and 
would be embraced in some other question. He 
would now pro|)ose the general' interrogatories. Mr 
Haile, read Mr. Wilkinooa's deposition! It was ae- 
eordingly raad to witness. 

Witness, ' In reference to the cable tow, the defi- 
nition I have given and heiard others, is that les 
u>ere at liberty to bring it within the line of our 
duty. The declaration that the obligations weta 
not to interfere with my duty to God or my country, 
has always been impressed on ray mind as a duty. 
The declaration coming from the same source that 
the obligations did, t considered them as explain- 
ing each other.' I did not consider I gave a right to 
take life, or bound myself to take that of others. 
I believe the address was alw^ays given belbre tho 
oaths in the degrees above master. I thinlc it was. 
It was considered proper that it should be given. 

I can say for myself I always had an aversion to 
oaths, but for form's sake I Ua^re. %a\iv:^^*. *^ 









SA 



%r\A extont of .\ti.<9onie nentUitts, ftnd heard the Mnte 
argil Mieuts used by Maeons^ which I have before 
Ktated. Have heard them explained in the manner 
AC I have bo fore stated. 

Mr. Sprague asked if he had ever done this in 
open Lodgtt? 

Witness. I don't remember that 1 ever did. in 
opoii I^odge, but either befoie or ajfler the^ opening 
atid closing of the Lodge. 1 think I have in open 
l-odgc. 

Mr. SpragKc. VVhen was this, and 0n what oc- 

• casioij? ' - * 

Witness. If my recollection serves me, I have 
done it occasionally ever siAce I was a Mason, to 
the ieadinjb; members. 

Mr. Spra^ue, What was the construction put 
upon the penalties? 

fVitness. I have heard the arguments used as I 

• havQ before staged. - 

Mr. Hazard. Was the constraotion you have put 
upon the penalties, the same put upon them' by the 
members? 

Witness, I might say, without vanity, that the 
younger members looked up td me for correct Ma> 
sonic information generally. [Mr. Hdile added 
•omething here the witness did not say.] 

Question by request. Was there ever any dis- 
- tinct proposition to revise or alter these obligations? 

IVitness. I do not remember ever bearing any 
noadexto Masonic bodies, while in session. 

Qae^ti&n from B. F. Hallett. You tay the 

younger members looked' up to you for Masonic in- 

ttruction. Did you ever iiu^rticf a younger mem-* 

' ber, that if he were to reveal his masonic secrets, 

. he would not b^^liable to the penalties of his obliga- 

tionsf 

WUneSs, (Iif'some embarrassment.) 1 don't re- 
member as f ever did. 1 don't remember ever giv- 
ing a Mason sucli instruction. The bylaws of the 
Lodges in thin town recognize no other punishment 
than 'expulsion. I have generally referred to the 
bylaws for-instruction. i never rmnember to have 
heard any such question proposed. 

[0> Query, ts it not plain from this declaration, 
that before the, murder of Morgan, Masons were 
left with the impression that their penalties would 
be inflicted if they revealed the secrets, and that 
no intimation was given by the leading MasonSt 
that the penalties did not mean just as they read 
^ death?] 

Question by request. If you had a vote to give, 
or tavor to grant, were you bound, to prefer a Ma- 
son to one who was i\pt, in similar circumstances? 
[This question witness was not required to an- 
swer.] 

^ration by request. Do yon know when Boyal 
Arch Masonry originated? [This question witness 
did not answer.] 

In answer to 27th interrogatory, relative te com- 
municating expulsions to Lodges in other States^ 
witness says, 

I believe the custom is, for the Lodges in this 
V state to give, notice to the Grand Lodge, and tbey 
to com nunicate it to all other Grand Lodges.* 

Mr. Hazard. What order is taken on the expni- 
feion of a member,' being communicated from one 
Lodge to another? 

witness: '\ am not able to state. 

Mr. Hazard. But if it is communicated from a 
Lodge in another statia? 

Witness. When a member is expelled, his name « 
is reported to the Grand body to which he is subor- ' 
dinate, and they com'miinicate it to similar Masonic 
bodies in cither states. 

Mr, Hazard. What course is then taken? 
. Witness. I believe the Grand Lodge here has 
made a piactice of putting downJbe names of per- 
sons expelled from Lodges in other states, and com- 
iDuaieating the names printed with their antiual 
procgedinga, and diBtrib'atiog them to their subor- 
dfjjjto Jjotfges. OfJaie thlBfiM not be*n done. 1 




can't recollect of having teen or hwcd of a Kit if 
expulsion for a year or two. 

Mr. Hazard. Has any Masonic body in tb 
State, to your knowledge, received any comoiui- 
nation relative^to the abduction or murder of M» 
gan? 

Witness. I should answer that question^ the 
as Mr« Wilkinson has. 

^estion. Is not a Mason, so long ae he 
to a Lodge, entitled to be received in all Lodf 
as a visiting brother, and if a cotispicaoos M 
in another State, were found to be gaily of a crii 
would he afterwards be admitted to a JLodge io 
State? • 

Witness. Mr. Wilkinson's answer is not |h» 
cisely such as I shodld give. ' I think that a viiita 
would not be admitted unless he was supposed tpb 
a worthy brother. 

Mr. Hazard, 'f he object of this question lib 
ascertain whether aU Afasons are jnot received ii 
l^odgfes, \^ho have an appearance of respectabilih, 
and if that is the case, whether whBn it is got Ion 
notorious that any Mason has committed a h^ 
crime, it is not customary to take some order ioui 
Lodges, that if he presents himself for admisnioQii 
ma} be known? For instance, suppose De Will 
Clinton had been proved to have been concerned ■ 
the abduction of Morgan, was convicted andtbt 
trial published. In such a case wouldnot the Lodpi 
here feel it' their duty to take some order aboalit, 
to prevent bis admission ' 

[(0*Jlfr Hazard here put the question ikirl;.- 
Mark the answer, which we give in the precis 
words of the High Priest.] 

Witness. I should thiItk the^ would ut 
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NOTHIiva ABOUT IT UNLESS HE BAD BKKIV KXrXLL- 
ED WHERE HE BELOliGtO. ThEY WOULD Till 
NO NOTICE OF it! , 

Mr. Hazard, But if he was convicted ofi 
crime ? 

Witness. 1 should say he would hot be admittd, 
unless he was ifupppsed to, he a v^okTHY br biker- 

Mr Hazatd. Il^s any Masonic body in tbiii Stale 
disi|^)>rOved of the conduct of those masons, engaged 
in the abduction and murder of Morgan ? 

Witness, I should think the 'Grand Lodge Vid 
expressed their disapprobation of the killing of 
Morgan. 

Mr Hallett, Where? 

Witness. In their Address to thd people of t&t 
State, (June, 18^1.) 

Mr Hallett, What part Of tlte 'Address? Witoes 
did not answer. The question was handed tocc^m- 
mittee in writingr. Please in(}uire in what part o( 
that Address ? Mr Hazard refused to put the qaefl- 
tion. 

Jifr Hazard. Are the funds of any Lodges or 
Chapters, or any of them diverted to the use of 
Grand Lodges, Grand Chapters, or Grand Encaiop- 
ments 

Witness, They jire not. 

Mr Hazard, 1 thought so. Here is a chare;* 
in this Memorial (referring to the Antimasonic Me- 
morial,) about diverting the fund^, 

Mr Hallett suggested that if the object was to in- 
prove the assertion in the Mensonal, the word funds, 
would not cover it. It should be fees or receipts. 

Mr Hazard, It is all the same thing. 

Mr Hallett. The witness don't think so. k^ 
htm if the suhordmate Lodges and Chapters >doo't 
pay/ee5, in the form of tribute to the Grand Lodge 
and Chapter. Mr Hazard did so, using the termi 
funds, fees, or receipts ? 

y/itness. Two ..dollairR for every initiation in a 
subordinate Lodge is paid to the Grand. Lod^e. 
* Mr Hazard. That is a part of the fee which the 
individual pays to the Grand Lodge. 

Mr. Hallett observed that it was not so. Tba 
Lod|;6 pa<^ \\, to \V\« Qtind luod^^^vci llv^ form of a 
\ tax oi tubule. 
I Mr Httiard. \ ftotCl ^su^^\iV'Wci^ \\. w>. ty% 
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AQ^ordintt* Loiic^ takes Ikt fee, and hands 
ever two dollari of it, which belongs to the Grand 
Lodge. 

Mr Hiallett, It is hot so. Ask the witness. The 
Lodge }fi taxed by the Grand Lodge two dollars for 
the right to initiate each member, and the Lodve 
paya two dollars a head to the Grand Lodge, wheth- 
er it receives a cent itself or not. 

Mr. Hazard, Well, how is that? What does the 
Lodge receive for maicing Masooi, and what part is 
paid to the Grand Lodge ? 

Mr, HaUett insisted mat it was not a part of what 
tm received, bat a distinct tax upon the subordi- 
nate Lodge. A seceding Mason, who was by, re-* 
marked that he had known notes given for initiatory 
fees, which were never paid, but the Lodge had to 
pay two dollars for the candidate. ■ 

Mr Hazard. How is it, Mr Cranston ? 

Witness. The candidate pays twenty four dollars 
for initiation in the 3 degrees to the subordinate 
-Lodge, and that Lodge pays two^dollars to the Grand 
Lodg^, for every initiation ; that 4s for every can- 
didate initiate^. I am not acquainted with the reg- 
ulations of the Chapter. Do not know what the 
Chapters pay to the Grand Chapter. 

[And yet the witness is Hiffh Prieet of a Chapter, 
and superintended all its concerns !] 

.The 11th Interrogatory passed over by Mr Haz- 
ard, he was requested to pat. 

Mr. Hazard, What do you consider the secrets 
of Masonry to be .' What do yoii consider to be 
the nature and extent of the secrets of Masonry.^ — 
We do not wish you to explain them, but to say 
whether they have any bearing upon the rest of the 
community. 

tVitness. I have always considered the main ob- 
ject charitable. The secrets are aiich as viWVsecure 
ike benefits and objects of the institiOion to those to 
whom they betonff, its members, 

Mr Hazard. Can these secrets affect the rights 
or interests of any person, who Is not a member of 
that Association ? 

WitnesSf I should think not 

Mr Hazard wtiB here requested to. present to wit- 
ness Cross*s Masonic Chart approved by Masons, 
page 33, an emblem of the ceremony in tlie Royal 
Arch degree representing God appearing to Moses 
in the burning bush. 

JIfr Hazard, I consider that trenchinc on those 
- parts of their secrets they ought not to disclose. 

Mr Hallett, We think the truth ought to be, dis- 
closed. This is a#representation of one of their 
exhibitions, which is considered highly blasphe- 
mous, and which, if parlonned publicly, would sub- 
ject any person guilty of taking a part in it, to in- 
dictment for blasphemy. 

Witness. I dont know any thing ,about it. I 
never saw such a picture. 

This seemed to relieve Mr Hazard, and he put 
the question. Is this picture in Cross's Chart, a 
representation of one of the secret ceremonies you 
do not feel at liberty to disclose ? 

Witness. I dent know whether it is meant to 
represent anything in Masonry or not ! 

W. Paine, Jr. here unrolled before witness the 
Symbolical Chart and Masonic Mirror, by Com- 
panion S. Conv^se, representing the same picture 
of the burning bush. 

V^itness. I do not know what this pic^ture rep- 
resents. I never saw any such representation .in 
Masonry ! 

[\S3*Jfote. This answer is remarkable. The sym- 
bol which this High Priest of a Chaptor says he 
knows nothing about, is contained in Cross's Chart, 
which is certified to be correct Masonry, by twepiy 
of fl)e highest Masonic officers in the U. S. and by 
the General Grand Chapter, who say that it is ** a 
▼aluable assistant in elucidating the various masonic 
omhlems,^* The Chapter of Connecticut also say 
ot this book that it contains ** an ebgant and com 



ingupon the several degrees.*' One of these em 
blems uxiA symbiillSf used in lecturing, is the burn- 
ing bush. " Every character, figure and emblem 
in a Lodge, (says Webb, p. 40) has a raqral tenden- 
cy.'* And yet High Priest Cranston does not know 
what a picture in Cross's Chart, of God appearing 
to Moses in the bi/rning bush, represents !] 

In reply to a question from the Committee, for 
witness to confirm the statement made by Mr Wil- 
kinson in his examination, witness says — 

I haveiieard the deposition of William Wilkin- 
son read over deliberately, and the statements and 
fdcts therein contained are correct, so far as they 
relate to the degrees 1 have taken, and so far as my 
knowledge extends, where they are. not varied by 
explanations I^have giv,en. 

A pamphlet printed in Cypher, enpposed to be a 
book containing Masonic Lectures and oaths in the 
three first degrees, was presented to witness, by re- 
quest and he was asked it he knew any thing about 
it. 

Witness. I do not. I have heard something 
about there being such a book. I never looked at 
it, and do not know what it contains. It was never 
consulted by Masons, or used in any Lodtre to my 
knowledge. 1 saw such a book once, eight or ten 
years ago, I believe, in pos8ea$ion ol John Hol- 
royd, a Mason, who ^ad then recently retnmed 
from the West. I do not know what it contained. 
The testimony of Mr Cranston here closed. No 
addition was made to his statements, at iny sub* 
sequent time, under oath. 

Wednesday afternoon, December, 14th, 1831. Mr 
Hazard absent. 

Philip Allen, Esq. \3th witnejis, wassworn. 
He nad not been in a Lodge for 20 years. Had 
been a Royal Arch Mason. Never knew Masonry 
used for political purposes, not being much engag- 
ed in politics himselj, and of course did not know 
much about it, one way or the other. Ho p- esum- 
ed, at the time, it was meant' fpr a charitable insti* 
tution. So far as his recollection serves he did not 
consider there was any thing in the. secrets that af« 
fected the rights of others. . 

Mr. HaUe. When you took the oaths did you 
consider that they interfered with your civil, reli. 
gious or social duties .? Ansyjer, I have no recol- 
lection ^hat the oaths were. 1 did not consider 
they made me any better or worse. 1 considered 
al\er I became a member,! had a right to act in 
the same way as before I was a member. 

[Samuel Greene,' 14th wirness.] 

Adhering Mason: Sworn to answer all such 
questions as may be ^sked. 

Mr Halle read lo him the part of the deposition of 
Abraham Wilkinson, in which it is stated that' be 
had heard Mr Greene say that if Morgan had been 
killed for disclosing the socrets of Masonry, hs did 
not see why any body need complain, for he bad 
suffered no more than his just deserts, or what he 
had agreed to. The same remark is sworn to by 

William Harris, who heard Mr Gresne make it. 

.Mr Haile inquired of witness if be ever said this .' 

Mr Greene. I will sUte to the honorable com- 
mittee that in general terms, 1 have never been an 
advocate oi murder. 1 have always been a peicea- 
hle citizen, and I refer to those who have known 
me for forty years, for my character. I have re- 
solved never to converse with A. Wilkinson or W. 
Harris. I said something like this to another per- 
son J that Morgan Wfu a good for nothing felJow, 
and according to his owm showint ir-HE had been 
KILLED HE DESERVED IT, and if the Mosons only 




peal to my life for 40. years in Pawtucket» anddefV 
any one, to say If I have not been a good citixacL 
and obedient to the la«a. V ^tc^ ^\J\AM(scwQii^\As%^ 
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[you. Th^ witness ezpretsed himseli with 
If f«8t warmth and feeling. The fact that his char- 
acter ns a citizen stood so high, (he Being one of 
the tnostintellijgrent Manufacturers in the state of K. 
Island, and uniil the distresses of ]828, one of the 
most extensively enj2:aged employers in that busi- 
ness) rendered his justifioati^n of the killing of 
Morgan still more convincing as a proof of the real 
ineaninor of Masonic penalties. No circumstances 
c6iild have irritated Mr Greene into a justification 
of a cruel murder upon any ' person not a seceding 
Mason, and yet he admits that he fully justified 
the killing of William Morgan, at the same time 
assuming theright of Masonry to execute her own 
criminal^, •without regard to the civil laws. We 
repeat, that this witness is a very respe(;jkable man, 
and we should do him injustice to believe that any 
thing bat the pernicious influence of his Masonic 
oaths, nade him so forget all morsil principle as to 
justify A cf oel and unprovoked murder of the father 
of a family, who had committed no offence against 
the laws or the morals of society.] , 

Mr. Saile, of the Committee, put this question 
to witness : Did you say these words, ' If Mor- 
gan had been killed he had uo reason to complain^ 
for he had suffered no more than his just deserts ?' 
JnstDtr. No sir. I never said these words. 
Mr. HaiU. At no time P 

Jinswer. ^ Only in'ezplaining to him what be had 
represented'! did say. 

Mr. HaiU, Did you ever use expressions like 
these ? 

Answer. There wag some conversation about 
Morgan, and a good deal of warmth between mv- 
self and the other persons. The (Szpression I made 
nse of, as near as I can recollect, was that Morgan 
was a great scoundrel according to his own show- 
ing, and perhaps got - no more than justice, and I 
further said tod, I thought the Antimasbns ought 
, not to complain as long as the Masons only killed 
Masons, and perhaps that would be the better way 
to get rid of such scamps as we Masons were. That 
was the substance of what I said as rightly as I can 
recoUeet. I have no recollection that .Mr. Harris 
was ever present. 

Mr. Haile. \Va8 that your deliberate opinion, or 
lUtered in a state of irritation ? 

^Note. What a question ! If a man was so un- 
pnncipldd as to justify murdtfr, would he be so 
weak as (to confess itbefore ah Investigatiog Com- 
mittee ? The answer of the witness was, however, 
an evasion, thus.] 

Answer. I generally when I talk on this subject 
beconoe irritated. I think I was so then. It was nev-* 
er my intention to advocate murder anywhere, or to 
approbate the killing of Morgan. I detested it as 
much as any man. I am pretty confident that I 
never .said tfie above to Mr Wilkinson except in en- 
deavoring to explain afler I'had heard it reported 
that 1 (witnesd) bad justified the murder of Mor- 
gan. 1 then had a conversation with Mr. Wilkinson 
in the Pacific Bank. He (Wilkinson) had called 
Masonry an abominable, blood stained, stmking-Or. 
dor. It would do no harm where I and A. Wilkin- 
son are known. He charged me with having said 
these things, and I told him it was a misrepresents- 
tlon),and endeavored to explain how I said it. 

I rather think the person I had the talk with, was 
a chap of the name of Claflin, who had been in the 
employment of Mr. Wilkinson. He wonld, tell 
what 1 said to Wilkinson, and what W. said to me,- 
and I was fool enough to talk to him. I have no 
knowledge of ever making use of any of these ex- 
pressions to William Harris or in his presence. I 
have told William Harris uniformly that I was un- 
der no obligation that would influence me tado any 
thing improper as a good citizen or neighbor, and 
that I considered myself bound by my Masonic obli- 
jrations to s«pjk)rt.the laws of the government under 
wA/cA Hired, and to be a good, quiet and peacea- 
"-^a 0itJzea. Be replied et the time that WM prob- 



ably the case with me ; that he didi not doubt it war 
the case with me, but believed it iVas different with 
some other Masons. That be said, be would take 
my Word in anything till it come to Masonry ,*and 
then he would not believe me, bidcause he consider- 
ed I was sworn to lie. 

In answer to a question, By request, witness says: 
I have no recollection of haying made expressions 
justifying the murder^of Morgan to any one but 
Clafltn. 

[Mr. Hazard came in and to6}(, his seat a short 
time before this.J 

Witness was ^sked, 6y request, How many degrees 
he had taken > ' 
Ant. I don't know as I can tell. 
The Committee Were asked three several times^ 
to read'the Royal Arch oath to witness from Allyn, 
and ask him to point out what part of it he haiT 
never taken. 

Mr. Ha2rar(l refused to put the oath from Allyn, 
until he had first read to witness the oath' written 
out for the Committee, which he (Hazard) insisted 
was the Rhode Island oath. 

Mr. Hatleti said he had supposed that was a quen- 
tion to be settled by , evidence, not to be taken for 
granted befbrehancL f f the oath was correct, the 
witness could tell it without having it read to him, 
as if to prevent his making a mistake. The oaths 
from Allyn had been read to Messrs. Thacher and 
Chase, without giving them the benefit of the writ- 
ten oaths, and he did not see what the objection' 
could be to trying the witness first on the printed 
'oaths. 

JIfr. Hazard macfe some insulting and sneering 
remark relative to Messrs. Thacher and Chase. He 
insisted that the oaths were pirecisel'y as they were 
written out by the Grand Lodgd. It was ^n in-' 
suH to doubt that. the oaths weire cortectly written 
out. 

. Mr. Hailett. Very well. We only wished to 
see if the Committee were disposed to treat all wit- 
nesses alike. If it is thought best to tell' them' 
what to swear to, we have no objection. 

Mr. Hazard became uneasy. The feeling of the' 
spectators was evidently against his partial and un- 
fair proceeding. To obviate it, he took up Allyn 
and read the Royal Arch oath to witness, at the end 
of every sentence saying, ' that is in the R- Island 
oath,' ' that is not in the R. Island oath,' as the case 
happened to be. Thus instructed, tke witness ger.-' 
erally confirmed the written oath. and did not recol- 
lect any portions of Allyn's oath which Mr. Hazard 
informed him were not in the K. Island oath. 

JViiness. That which vf&e first read, sounds most 
to me like the oath I took. The variations read 
from Allyn I do not remember to have heard. 

Question from B. F. Haliett. Is there any thing 
in the Royal Arch oath, which bound you to keep' 
the secrets pf a companion Royal Arch Mason ? 

Ansioer, 1 could not say whether there was or 
was not. I have not been in the habit of visit- 
ing the Chapters for several years, ^ except occa- 
sionally. 

In answer to question by request — 
The Thri(fe Illustrious Knights of the Cross I 
have not taken. [The Committee took no pains t& 
ascertain how far the witness had gone or what the 
oaths were above the Royal Arch. Mr Hazard dk-^ 
couraged all questions of that kind.] 

Question from W. Paine, Jr. Were you in rfid 
Lodge in Pawtucket in 1826 or 1827, whsn what i^ 
called a test oath or new pass word or check was 
given ? and if so, what was its objeot f 

Answer. I was present at a Lodge in Pawtuck> 
et. It was considered an addition, something !&• 
stituted to prevent imposition. I cannot vecollect 
what year. 

Mr Hazard. Tou are not bound to tell what U 
wasi 

Witness. I so undeiatand it I 

Qtesstion bi^ r squsst . "WYv^f ^ai W\tv\io^^c%^ *? 
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.^ Answer. I understood it was ^iven to prevent 
inip<»sition9. Thinks he has heard it called a chock. 

(Question by request- Was it hot. a new thing, 
and what reason was given for introdudng it into 
the Lodge f ' What authority did it come from ? 

Answer. It was necessary to prevent imposition. 
it was given by some one from this State. 1 con- 
Bider that a f^ir answer, and submit it to the Cqm- 
mittee. [Mr Hazard, the Committee, was satisfied 
of couise^but one more effort was made to get an an- 
wwer- The following question was proposed 
through Mr Sprague.] 

Question. Was the check introduced in conse- 
quence of the disclosures made by Morgan ? 

Witness asked to be excused from syiswering that 
question. . ^ 

Mr Hazard atiid I have no doubt that Allyn 
\s CORRECT.; but as the Masons have pledged thctii- 
sehes to one another not to reveal their secrets j J 
think they ought to keep them. 

The witness was excused. Mr Has^ard here in- 
quired if any one wished to ask further questions. 
I'he reply was, it was no use to ask questions under 
such circumstances Tho witness then .witlidi evv. 
Testimony OF Wm., Russell.— [13lh witness] 

Williavi Hussell of Providence, merchant, sworn 
to answer questions. Is a Royal Arch Mason. Was 
initiated in 1803, in Providence, Mount. Vernon 
Lodge. Is still a Mason. 

Question by request^ from Walter Pained Jr, — 
Weio you ever captured, and if so, please stato min- 
utely the circumstances relative to an occurrence 
that happened to you in the lute war, when at sea.^ 

Ans. I never was captured. I was in the ship 
Mary Ann, as Commander, in 1810 or 11, during the 
Berlin and Milan decrees, from Va. for Cowes and 
a market, not a soul on board that knew where I, 
Was bound but myself. My papers were fictitious. 
If they had known where I was bound I' should 
have been a prize. By my papers I was bound for 
Tonningen. If my genuine papers had been known 
I should have been a prize to a French man-of-war. 
i was ordered on board a French privateer, got mv 
boat out, and went on board. As soon as I got on 
board, I was taken into the cabin. They examined 
kll of the boats crew apart, to find where we were 
bound. There were 20 in the cabin. I handed my 
papers and letters for Tonningen. Every thing was 
perfect. I was detained there and the boat sent 
back to my vessel, and directly there was a cry of 
good prize ! I was then informed that my boat was 
stove, which was the only one I had. The Captain 
said he would put me on hoard. When I got on 
board I found they had stripped my baggage, &c. 1 
told the ofHcer that the Captain said he would take 
nothing from me ; h6 said it was the people. Bo- 
jfore I left-the privateer, and afler the examination, 
we drank a glass of wtne together, and he kneie me 
to be a VreemasoUi and I kneio Am to be one. This 
Was before they robbed riie of fhy clothes, and valiia- 
ble articles. He promised to take nothing from me, 
but upon going on board 1 found! was rpbbi'd. I 
^id not apply to him to get the articles back. It was 
no time for him to show me a favor, if he had been 
so disposed. After the boat got on board, the Cap- 
tain advised me toroake sail. It was very pleas- 
ant to find a lifian al sea I felt acquainted with, but 
1 received no favor from him in consequdbce of his 
being a mason. 

Question by request. Have yoi^ ever alLiided ho 
this olrcumslarice as a proof that Masonry is a good 
infltltbtion .^ 

Jins.^ I dont know that I have to that circum- 
stance in particular. I have said I thought it a good 
institution because I could rheet with friends abroad. 
I have been in Masonic Lodges in the four quarters 
of thg globe, and have found it so. I have found, 
in consequence of it, friends in different parts of the 



tinuod going to sea. I have been in some Lodged 
where I could not undorstand a word that was sitidy 
bemg ignorant of the lauguagcf spoken. .1 was nev- 
er a blight Mason. My object was to ba able to visit 
Lodges abroad. I liave been. in Lodges in Europe, 
Asia, Africa, and America. The Lodg« in Afficl. 
was in the Isle of Franco 

Question by request. Please state w hether, tho 
Masonic ceremonies, signs, Blc. and obligiations, and 
mode o{ vvorking, aretho same in all the Lodges you 
ftave ever visited ? ' - ■ 

Ans. They are. all similar, as it respects the 
signs, ceremonies and mode of working. I was ne- 
ver at the initiation of a candidate in a foreign 
Lodge. 

Mr. Hazard. Havo you ever considered yo.ur 
Masonic obligations incompatible with your moral, 
civil and religious duties .' 

Ana. Never. ,, . 
, [J\^ote. — This was a favorite question* with Mr. 
Hazard. Its import, and the tinswer, go about as 
lar to acquit Masonry as ih e question put to a ciiui^ 
inul arraigned on his trial — Are you guilty, or not 
guilty? The answer, even^ if he be guilty, is ex- 
pected to be — not guilty. So if ^, Mason had be- 
lieved his oaths to be inconi/>ari6/e with his civil du- 
ty, and had so used them, he coulcf not be expected 
to confess it. It is against all rules-of evidence to 
compel a witness to criminate himself. Thi« queS' 
lion, therefore, was clearly improper. The design 
of it was to impose upou the public the opinions Of 
individual Masons, for facts^ which Mr. Hazard in. 
tei^ded to use in the report, to exoiierate the Mason r 
ic Fraternity, as a body. The position Mr. Hazard 
took was, in effect, this — You must either prove ev- 
ery Mason to be a rogue, by his own cenfes^on, 
or the Committee will decide that Masonry is a 
good institution •] . . 

In answer to interrogatory, witness never cdnsid- ' 
ered thai he gave or received juriBdictioii over life^ 
according to the penalties. He considered thewi 
merely designed to make the obligations binding! 
Ho never, heard any Mason construe them as giv- 
ing a right to take life. 

Question. Did you ever promise to keep the se- 
crets of a companion, without exception, or mur- 
der and treason not excepted ? 

Ans. IncverdiJ. ' . 

Mr. Hazard was then asked to piit to the witness 
the list of variations found in Allyn. . 

Witness said ho had never read the oath of any 
degree in a book, or in print. Dont think he evejr 
read one. He had avoided reading unything about 
the controversy. 

Mr. Haile here begaji to read the list of varia- 
tions. Mr. Hazard stopped him\ and directed hint 
first to read the Rhode Island oaths to the witness. 

Witness said if he. heard Uie baths read with his 
'£T£s shut, he could recollect if anything read wati, 
different from what he had received. 

The written oaths were then I'ead. Witness said 
they wore correct. 

Mr. Hazard. In this book Allyn has these ad<li- 
tions^ and you can judge if they were in the oaths 
you took. 

Mr. Haile then read the variations. in the Master 
Mason's oath, to each of wbich witneas answered iu 
the negative. 

Mr. Haile. Do voii recollect in the Master's 
oath the words, *'v>%Ll apprize him of all approach- 
ing^ dangxrf" 

An's. I HAVk i*o RicotJLECTior*- bV that. 

t(D*SpEciAi< NoTiG. This ahswci: is remarka- 

able. The witnass was caught.in the contradiction 



contrived purposely by putting into the vaiiations 
a part of the Master's oath, as written out U^ 0\<^ 
Grand Lod^o , V\\.\\ ^ \^\^V ^'wvi.^vivi'v^ ^\.>t-^v6Siy 
world. I have frequeatod^Lodses in different parts \ ogy . tVvo obxttX. vi^^ Vci ^v^^i^^ SJaaX \»Vcj^v^v^n.v. >»^>Nr 



6/ the world, ajid in this couMry. I have not visited \ nesaci >nom\A %x^fct^v Vc^ >\\^ '*Y^'^^'^^^1!^^^v^^^^^ 
Lodges much for tho last fen year«, dinto I diacou- \ lUey vi w% \\\^ "^^ \«\ixA Qti.Voft^ ^^^ 4^ , ^ 
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{itrif of ihofo v«ry oaths, il prttentoil as Tariatio»s 
oand In Anyn'B book ? Such is the force of prej- 
ndieo. • That ihii reipec|able witness swore that 
tbo Biifter Mason's oath as written » was correet. 
One claoae of that oath is, '*Thai I will not wrong 
aWolfaar, or deprivo him of his good name^ nor 
miTor it to bo /done by others, if in my power to 






JIfr. J. S. Harris. We suppoij^d that wiis ihi 
very thing the Con^mitte wsb appointed to do. The 
public are much interested in knowing ^hat thex 
secrets are,^hat they may judge of them for theC' 
selves. 

Mr Hazard,) very muchexeited.) The CommittM 
have no idle curiosity to pry into the secrets of thai 
prevent it; but will i^tprixe him qf aU n^fproaeh' ) gentlemen. They have sworn that their secrets n- 
ing darngtr, $o far ns it shall come to my hunoU fate to themselves, and do not Interfere with Um 
sags,** The witneei awore this was correct. The rights of others, and we ought to be satisfied. Thi 



▼ariation put to him from Allyn is, •*That I will 
not speak evil of a bretbtr Master Mason, neither 
behind hia back, nor before his face, hut wiU ap- 
prixs him of all apnroaehing dangsr!" This the 
witness denies wholly. Mr. Haile put these last 
words '^apprize of approaching danger/' directly to 
tfaj witness, and he swears, "I have no recollection 
of that !" Even Mr. Halle's accommodating report 
of the teetlniony has pinned the witness to this con- 
tradiction. See page 121 of that Report. He there 
makes the witness say, "as to Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5, 
on paper marked E witness says, I do not recol- 
lect these expressions." No. 3. is this very expres- 
sion,' avnrizs of all approaching danger. ' Several 
ether Masonie witneises were caught in the same 
contradiction.] 

[It is necessary here to state the lict, that a short 
time previous to this, Wm. Sprague Jr. one of the 
Committee, has left his seat at the table with the 
Gomroittee, and gone out, it being the hour for sup- 
per. He did tfot tike his seat at the table during 
the iubaeonent examination of this witness, at the 
elose of wnich the Committee adjourned.] 

The variatfcma in the Royal Arch Oath were then 
read to thd witness, to all of which he answtered 
that be bad no recollection of them. 

Aftormuch urging and hesitation, Mr. Hazard 
permitted the lltn variation to be put, viz : In the 
Written oath, you swear not to give the Grand 
Royal Arch word, in any other manner, than as jou 
leceived it. Is the manner there referred to the 
name as ie described in the Royal Arch Oath, giv- 
en in Allyn, viz : in the presence of three coinpan- 
ioof I and then by three times three, under ft living 
•reh, and irt tow bre&tb f ^ 

AnM. I have no recollection- of thai being in the 
obligation. 

(^lustionfrom B. F. HaUett. Is the manner there 
referred to, the same as that described in Allan's 
obligation.' ^ 

Ans, J should not he willing to anstotr thai. 
Mr. Hazard sold the question ought not to be 
answered. 

Mr. Ao/fet/ Vemarked that the object of putting 
this question, was to identify (he two oath9, by 
showing that the Rhode Is'iand Oath, in this partic- 
ular, meant precisely the same thing descrjbed in 
Allyn's version uf the oath. 

. Mr. Hazard, [excited] If there are any witnes- 
' ses who* choose to come here and disgrace themselves 
by betraying tht^r honor, let them come^ and we ukll 
swear thim! I consider a roan has a right to be 
protected in relusing to tell what he has pledged 
nis .honor to keep secret. 

Mr. Hazard was ,then asked IF he chose to pat the 
following; question : — Is there any thing in the obli- 
gation you took as a Royal Arch Maton, relating to 
keeping the secrets of a Companion Royal Arch 
Ma«on ? It was put to the witness. 
Ans. 'I do not reeplleet ift here was. 
Mr. Hazard insisted that the Royal Arch oath 
was proved, as it was written out by the masons. 
. He should take no ^ther. He would ask the wit- 
ness one question, which would set this matter 
right. Is there any thing in the secrets of Masonry 
which interferes with the righta of others not Ma- 
sons ? ' . 
Ans. There is nothing which I so consider. 
Mr. Hazard. That is sufficient. The Committee 
U€lo0 /nlorestia ueortainiog wJnit Masonic secrets 



object seems to be to ^ake them contradict (JUn- 
selves y and .draw out something that they considei 
they are bound in honor, on oatfa^ not to dibcloie, 



and if that is the case, I consider it A NASTY 
CURIOSITY, to inquire into their secrete. 

liv.Hallett. That remark will doubtless have t 
tendency to promote the. object for which this Com* 
m4ttee was appointed — to allay the excitomenl. To 
avoid farther insult from Mr. Hazard, Mr. Hailett 
then rose, and left his seat at the table. 

Mr. Hazard. If it had been allege^ that there 
was any thing criminal in these secrete, there mi^t 
be .a pretence for prying into them. But this s 
not pretended. 

. Mr. Hailett, who was standincr near the tabk, 
said this was the very question. The secrets were 
the medium through which the oaths were carritd 
Jnto effect, and we consider them of a highly dio* 
geious tendency. ^ 

Mr. Hazard. The Committee have resolved froo 
the beginning, that if the masons gare in tbeii 
oaths, thev should not be vjquestioned as to their k- 
crets. We have indulged the other side in putting 
questions on thatpoint, too far already. 

Jtfr. HaUett. Were the Committee unammm 
in that decision ? ^ 

. Mr. Hazard. Yes. 

Some one among the spectators said, Idoubt that. 
Mr. Hazard. The Committee so understood it 
Mr. Cornell was not present when the Committae 
agreed to it, and Mr. Sprague made some objec- 
tions. 

Mr, Harris said the Ma4ons,had shown that they 
considered their Masonic oath superior to their civil 
oath, by refusing to answeiT' It agreed with tbi 
trial in Newport (in the case of a Maeonic juror)> 
where Masonic witnesses refused to answer quei- 
tions under civil oath, which the Court decided they 
were bound to answer. 

JIfr. Hazard said he was glad that case had bees 
alluded to. . He was engaged in that trial and know 
all about it. Mr. Cranston [a Masonic witness who 
volunteere'd to disprove the oaths in Bernard,] wt§ 
examined by him, and answered all his qyestiens.-' 
Mr. Peafce (the opposite coansel) wanted biro to 
read and explain the oaths from Bernard, which be 
declined doing, but he, answered every questloo 
which the Court said it was proper for hiin to an- 
swer. Mr. Boss,' (another Masonic witness. Master 
of the Lodge) when he came on the stand and wu 
sworn, refased to answer at all ! 
JIfr. Harris. That is just what I said. 
[The Committee were standing, and considerable 
feeling was manifested.] 

M7 . Haile, of the Committee, said he agreed with 
Mr. Hazard. He saw no propriety in asking Ma> 
sons to disclose their secrets. They had stated, their 
secrets related entirely to themselves, and did not 
affect others, and were harmless ! Some of the spec- 
tators replied, so they Would say to ttteir oaths. 

JIfr. Moses Richardson, a high Mason, said he 
wished to he heard one word. He waa glad to see 
the Committee do their doty. He wished to inform 
the Committee that Walter Paine, Jr. told him that 
when- he got us before the Committee he would 
jBorew it out of us I 

The Committee here brok^ up in so mnefa 
confusion and disorder, that the form of adjourn- 
raent was for^oUen b^ the Chairman. 
, It WM pa«l ^ o' cVoeYW ^ e^^tivck^^ ^\k&ii ^« 
\Comm\Ucetetvred. , 



It if proper here to state that Mr. Sj>ragu« of the / er, be, and myseU were then in bttsinesi together. 



Committee, who wai not present daring the scene, 
expressly denied, (m he had previonaly done while 
Mr. Wilkinton was under examination,) havingr as- 
aented to any agreement toacre^n the Masons trom, 
answering questions relating to their secrets. In 
^his report to the General Assembly, Mr. Sprague 
eaySy page 8 : * I never entered inte any understand- 
ing that Masonic witnesses were to be protected 
from answeriniT any questions, touching tlieir se- 
crets or institution, which might be ^ut i6 them.— ^ 
The Chairman has so stated tno fact in presence of 
Mr. Cornell.' 

This Mr. Cornell subsequently confirmed, in a 
note whch has been published. Immediately on 
Mr> Sprague's learning that Mr. Hazard had declared 

* the Committee were unammons in agreeing to 
screen Masonic witnesses, he (Mr. S.) called upon 
him to make the correction.* Mr. Hazard vjrote a 
correction to give to Mr. Sprague, which was seen 
by Mr. Sprague and iir, Cornell ^ After promising 
it to Mr. Sprague, and retaining it to make some 
alteratron : he alteied his mind ami withheld it, and 

' then attempted, by the assistance ol Messrs. Sim- 
mons and Haile, to convict Mr. Sprague of false- 
haod. This attempt was completely frustrated, and 
recoiled upon the heads of its authors and abettors. 
Mr. Hazard and his associates have been repOatedly 
challenged by Mr. Sprague to deny a singie asser- 
tion made in his minority report, but tl7ey have 
shrunk froih thij test, and resorted to personal abuse 
The Rhode Island public understand thv3, and are 
fully satisfied that the assertions made i(i Mr. S's 
report, are strictly true. It has had as decided an 
eflfecl Hpon the majority of the investigating Com- 
mittee, in exposing their partial and- indecent pro- 
ceedings, as the minority report on the U. S. Bank, 
investigation^ by Mr. Adams, has had upon the ma- 
jority of that Committee. 

Thursday Dtc. 15. — [In tonseqnenee of tht; 
abusive treatment of wiiilesses by Mr. Hazard, and 
his lefusal to pot questions fairly, Mr. Sprague, one 
of the Committee, who had remonsCVated in vain, 
against this course, declined taking his seat with 
the Committee, though he was present in the room. 
Mr. Hazard was absent, nearly all the afternoon. — 
Upan his assurance that the proceedings should be 
conducted in a different manner from what they had 
been, Mr. Sprague finally resumed hfs seat, it 
should here be remarked, that all the M^onic wit- 
nesses, with, the' exception- of William Wilkinson, 
mnd two others were sworn only to answer such 
questions as should be pat to them. All other wit- 
DMsea were sworn to tell the truth, the tekole truth 
and nothing but the Ifuth. This distinction may 
form an important precedent hereafter, for Courts 
of law! 

This morning Mi% Hazard announced that no 
question would be received, unless signed by the 
person who wished it to be put, a provision which 
he supposed would restrict the investigation.] 

Job If Gardner — 15M WUnt9$. 

John Gardner y of North Providence, Manufactur- 
er, sworn in full. , 

Was asked by request ^ if he had ever heard any 
Mason justify the murder ot Morgan ? 

Ans. I can't say I have other than this : About 
four years ago, I obtained Morgan's book and soma 
other disclosures of Masonry, and about that time 
had a conversation with Samuel Greene, [Grand 
Marshal of the Grand Lodge,] then of N. Provi- 
dence, now residing in Smitbfield. I asked him 
raapecting the troth of the disclosures by Morgan 
and others, and he gavo roe jather an evasive an- 
swer, and very soon l>egan In. this way. * He said 
any person that would take them oaths, and then 
disclose them, ought iosuffer death.* The con- 
versation there atopped. I said no more to h'lm 
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Mr, HaiU,^ Did his feelings appaar 
cited.? 

Ahs. No sir. He said it deKbarately. He went 
out of the store, and a few days after met me in Che 
same store, enM he then asked me if 1 had reported 
that be had said it was good enough for Morgan if . 
he was murdered ? I told him I never had. I then 
asked him if there waft such a report in circulation. ~ 
He said there was.* I told him then that be need 
not lay itto me, for I never had said anytliing about 
(he conversation that took place a few days before to 
any person. He then weht out of the store, and 
said no more about it. ^ 

Mr. Haile. Do yoii belong to that political party - 
called political A ntimason^ ? 

Ans. Yen sir. There is no mistake about that. 

Question by request. • Were yon a political , An- 
timason at the time of this conversation ? 

Ans. 1 wi^s not. i had rather a fkvorable opin- ' 
ion of Masonry at that time, and had hsd for a num- 
ber of years. Since that time 1 have examined the 
subject, and read both sides, which made me an An- , 
timason. I have never been a Mason. 

^ Asked by request of Maserts, if he ever heard A. 
Wilkinson or any other person say anything about . 
a murder <said to have been committed by Masons In 
R. Island ? . ' 

Ans. Has never heard Mr. Wilkinson say any 
thing about it, and has only heard some rumors; 
nothing particular about it, but I hav^ heard the 
subject conversed of frequelitly. I read the ac- 
counts in the papers. 

John A. KmnT^-^Sth fVitness, 

John A. Kentf of Pawtucket, sworn in foil ; was 
asked. Have you ever heard a Mason of respectable 
standing as a man, justify or palliate the murder 
of William Morgan? 

Answer, Sometime last summer, in the Machiner 
Bho|) in Pawtucket, Mr. Henry Lord stated to me, 
that **if Morgan had revealed the secrets and ob- 
ligations, he had just what he of^reed tokave don§. 
If any man would t»ke such obligations as he had, 
and reveal them, he ought to suffer death'** Mr« 
Lord told me he was a Mason, and said he had tak- 
en twenty degrees, and if he had money he would^ 
go clear up. He is a mechanic and painter^ Thia 
conversation was in presence of three others, Wil- 
liam Baffley, Mr. Child, and Jonathan West. Mr. 
West did not stay to hear the whole conversation. 
I began to talk with Mr. Lord about Masonry. 
Was speaking of the murder of Morgan. I asked 
him if it was so good a society, hqw it came to take 
the life of Morgan? 

Grand Master Cook suggested the following aaea- 
tion, which Mr^ Hazard immediately put : How 
long have you been attending here,jduring the sit- 
ting of the Committee? . 

Ans, I have been here, and about the room, 
more or less every day, aince the Committee have 
been sitting. 

Mr. Hazardf as if to apologize for this qaestibn 
said, it is the duty of the Committee to' understand 
all the circumstances under which this sort of tes- 
timony is given. 

Mr. Hazard, Were you instigated to come here 
by any one? 

Ans. No one, asked me to come. 1 come 4nd go 
of my own accord. 

Mr. Hazard. Yes; you, have been here a fort- 
night of your own accorjd, to impeach a man^ This 
is poor business, impeaching a person, to implicate 
blm in justifyinglmurder. 

In answer to a question from Mr. Hazard, witness 

'says he has been'engaged in Manufacturing. Wa| 

in the employment of David Wilkindon, until he 

failed. 



- Mr, Hazard. Well — I aw^^onA '^a^-w^ ^wMcsok ^ 
\?hv «i man i\voV]\^ ttfAV^^%\xN^0xx\4«wvx»^^^'^'*^ 
nor he to me. oathe subject. This converia^ ^*®*^ V^ VXi^ ^tnvW ^"^ ^^'t^^**^^^^^^"^ 
tion took place in the f (pre of Mr. Greene ; hit faVh-V Mr. AbraKom W\Wc\fta<m. \.vw^ ^^^^ ^'^ ^ 
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tf«ver WM in nty, employ; and as he DCTer.wasi i fuxtfaer depoae and eay, thAt this is the ground I 
yoursj 1 find no difficulty in believing him. } b ive unifonnly taken, in order to avoid a dtcknr 

It was heie explained, that the witness had said tUnty or amj thing that might lead to a declArationoj 

my opinioh r'espeeting the supposed death of WUUsin 



lie bad been in the employ of Dazid Wilkinson, a 
Mason. 

JoHR Hall, nUu Witness. 

Resides in North-Kingstown, R« I. Is an At- 
torney and Counsellor at law. 

Question by request. Have you ever heard any 
Mason, of respectable standing as an iodividaal, 
justify or palliate the murder of William Morgan. 

^HS.. Some time in the summer of i$27, 1 think, 



Morgan, or his illastrations 

[OlNoTE. This confession from a christian minis. 
ter,is snfficienti/ remarkable. He admits that he po: 
the case to Mr. Hall, in such a manner. as to lean 
him to infer, that he, Mr. Borge, did consider tk 
if ar Ma^on were goilty of revealing. Masonry, lie 
justly merited death. And this he did, solely jw 




by MasonF, for betraying the secrets of Masonry, or 
words to that import.. He asked me if I believed 
Morgan*s book to be true? 1 replied that I did, and 
that I had not the least doubt of it. He then said 
that if Morgan had taken the oaths he there ac- 
knowledged he. did, (in the book he had written,) 
he ftad forfeited his iifcf according to the letter of 
the oatJts he had taken^ and that according to. his 
own confessions, he had become a traitor and vio- 
.lated his obligations as a Mason. In another con- 
versation with Capt. Joseph Northop, of Newport, 
at Wickford, respecting Masonry, I told him that I 
was opposed to the institution, 1 believed it ta l^e 
wicked and corrupt. \Ye said he' knew it to be a 

food institui ion for he had received benefit trom it. 
le raid at this conversation that he was a Mason. 
He told me that when he was at sea, one time, he 
was taken and carried off on board an armed vessel, 
I do not jecoUect what vessel. He made himself 
known, as a Mason to the captain, and that conse- 
quently, the captain took him into the cabin, and. 
treated him with a great deal of care, and did not 
take* from him any ufhis property.' I do not recoj- 
lect any other conversation ot this kiud. 

[A question was here asked through a Mason, 
whether witness had not said that he joined the 
Antimasonic party in order to get into office, to 
which he answered in the.ilegative.] 

[The Rev. Mr^Borge referred to in the foregoing 
deposition, is a respectable clergyman- of the £pis- 
- cv>pal Church. Immediately after the examination 
of Mr. Hall, an express was sent to Mr. Burge. 
(either by Masons, or as is believed, through the 
Committee,) who resided about twenty miles from 
Providence, Mr. B. did not come before thd Com- 
mittee at Providence, nor subsequently when the 
Committee Tiet at Newport,which is williin an hour 
9ail of Mr B^s residence. It was known, however, 
that Mr B. had sent to Mr Hazard a deposition ta- 
)ien privately, which deposition Mr Hazard said in 
'Conver.'^ation, made the matter worse. This affi- 
davit,taken in this private manner, before a Justice 
of peace, when the party might ao readily have 
been summrned to attend on the Committee in per- 
son, is not entitled to be considered a part of the 
examination. |t nevertheless appears in Mr. 
Jinile's minutes. The only part ot (lie private 
ailldavit of Mr. Burge, that boars u^on the satc- 
ment made by Mr. Hall, is this: 

"On one occasion, happeningr to meet John Hall, 
^sq., and hearing the said Hall make sundry decla- 
rations concerning Morgan's book and death, I said 
to him, Do you really believe that Morgan is dead? 
Ills answer was, I have no doubt of it. Do you 
believe that the bock said to be written by him, is. a 
.correct .representation of Freemasonry^? I do, was 
his reply. You believe, then, that he was murder- 
ed, and that by Masons, for having violated the ob- 
ligations he there says he had voluntarily takenf 
He replied, to be sure I do. I then askeo him {sole- 
hjfor the purpose of peeing what anstcer wovld be 
given!) [iodeedl] whether, cls a mason^ he was not 
^^/////y, and if grtillt/f whether he had kot met 

fyjTu the' FATE HJ£ JUSrhT MERITED.' \ WOXttd 

" axi u/f^u!£r^ but Ihcrc teas no ansiccr given! 



fftrates that Mr. Burge did not put the case iotbt 
form of a question, but as his own o|Nnion. Ha^ 
he pat it in the form of a question, would Mr. HaB, 
an Antimason, have been so puzaied as not to be 
able to answer it' The fact that he did not answer 
it, proves that it was not a question. 

Another admission by this clergymaOy is eres 
more appalli:,g. He says he took this ground, (tIx 
putting a case which was designed to compel hk 
hearer to admit that Morgan was justly murdered,) 
in order to amoid a declaration of his apinion rt- 
spetting a cruel murder • ! Is this po^Ble ? A 
minister of the gospel resorts to subterfuges to a 
void giving his opinion of an outrageous murder, 
and to evade telling the truth! When Masonry 
leads such men to such shifts, what will it not do 
with men of loose or bad principles \'\ 

Jonw Pbentice, ]8f/i Witness. 

[Mr. Hazard was absent. Mr. HaiJe conducted 
the examination.] 

John Prentice affirmed to tell the whole truth.— 
Resides in Providence, is a Merchant Taylor. Hu 
been a Freemason, and taken three degrees in St, 
John's Lodge, Ko. 1, Providence, about eighteen 
years ago. 

Question by Mr: Haile. Are you a Mason now? 

^ns. 1 understood unofficially that I was expell- 
ed from the Lodge, but for what I was never io* 
formed. 1 had no notice of the proceedings. 

Mr, Haile. Are you now an adiiering Mason? 

j9/ls. I consider myself altogether opposed ts 
Masonry. 

Mr. Haile. Are you a p«tlitical Antimason ? 

Ans. I have never voted, not having been ad- 
mitted a voter by the laws of this ^tate, taougb a 
freeholder. If being opposed to Masonry, coosti* 
tutes an Antimason, I am one. 

Quesfion proposed by Masons. At^what time did 
you become opposed to it. « 

^n5.^ After I had satisfied my mind, ,by in- 
vesligation,tliai the whole fabric was based upoa 
falsehood and deception. - Mj» mind was also deeply 
impressed with the influence of the Masonic prin*' 
ciples, as they were legitimately carried out in the 
forcible abduction and murder of William Morgan, 
and also in the obstructions, that were thrown la 
the way, by Masonj*, in obedience to their JVIasonic 
princfples, of the conviciion of those who were en.^ 
g^geil in that wicked transaction. During the winter 
ot J829, 1 became first interested to inquire inta 
the truth or falsehood .of Masonry. 

Mr. Haile inquired if witness should be examin- 
ed respecting the oatJis ^ 

Grand Commander Barker said it would be a« 
well, and handed Allyn to Mr. Haile. 

Mr. Hai/e asked if an oath was administered iq 
each degree f 

Ans. It was. I 'recollact distinctly that when I 
took ihe first degree, the preliminary remarks were 
made to>me that the oath was not to interfere with 
my religion or politics. In reference to the other 
two degrees, I cannot say whether they were or not. 
1 think it probable th^^ viftte. 
\^ JMr.Ha.Lle. Can '^ou\e^e;iX\aec^i\\^^ViQ,t!A\ . 
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w^hj. I do not think T could without omiUing 
fiome parts. 

Jlr. Haile read to witness the written Rhode 
Island oaths, declining to state that they ^ve^re the 
oaths famished by the Rhode island MasoYis, as had 
been done to all adhering Masons. ^Entered Ap- 
prentice's, oath was read. 

Witness, I never heard the word affirm used. — 
The phrase THAT buried alluding to the penalty that 
the tongne is to be burled, was given to me 'niy 
body buried/ &c. "^ 

Fellow Craft's oath read. 

Witness h^a no recollection of within the angle 
or square of ray work. It may however be an im- 
provement. 

Master's Oath read, and witness asked, do you 
recollect any variations ? 

AnsiSir. I recollect there is one important omis-. 
sion in that oaih^^whicli I will name. The oaths 
reaU tome are substantially the same as I received, 
with such variations as I have pointed out, above, 
and will point out. They are these. The word 
tiffirm Was not used in either of them. 

In the Master's Oath as read to me, in the penal- 
ty, there is an important omission, as I received it, 
^iz. " that there might not be the least track, trace 
or reir.embr&nce, of so vile and perjured a wretch 
as I should be, were I wilfully to violate these my 
-^olemn obligations." 

Mr Haile then read the ^variations, as, had been 
done to other witnesses. 

1st. Relating to Grand Hailing sign of distress. 
Witness. That I took. 
■ 2d. But will apprise him of all approaching dan- 
ger. 

Witness, That I recollect, also to keep the se- 
cr%ts of a brother, raur4er and treason excepted. 

3d. *iAnd they left to my election," was not ad- 
ministered to me. 
4tli. To go on a brother's errand. 
Witness. 1 have no recollection of that. 
Question by Grand Commander Barker, How 
- jnany points ar? there in the Master's oath .? 

Jins. J do not recollect. I never jieaid that 
question asked by one Mason of another. 

Mr Hazard here came in and commenced the 
Committee's interrogatories. The first charge from 
Webb's Monitor was read. Witness belTeves that 
. charge was read to him at his initiation in the first 
degree. The other two charges of initiation of the 
other degrees, were read to v/itDes5,and he presumes 
they were read to him. 

Witness. The moral pi'incip'les inculcated in those 
charges 1 considered were binding on me before, as 
a moral, man. I consider them as the ad vice and 
instruction of the Master of the Lodcre. 

6th Interrogatory. Witness had no means of as- 
certaining what he was to swear to, i^efore be took 
ihe obligations. He had no means of ascertaining 
whether hu had an oath to take, before he went to 
the Lodge, and had no idea of an oath being requir- 
ed until after he was brought into the Hall with a 
rope round his neck^ blind folded, and placed at the 
Mailer's desk. It was not then until L was told I had 
an oath to take. ' 

Mr Hazard. It is unnecessary fo state the situ- 
ation you were in ! Did you strictly arttend to the 
oaths when taking them '' 

^ns. The situation in which I was placed, and 
tlie manner in whidh the oaths were communicated, 
were such as to render it impossible for me to un- 
derstand them. 1 ina.de no inquiry respecting the 
oaths, at the time I look them. - 

The first degree was taken by itself, the other two 
in the same evening. 1 expressed no scruples to 
the Lodji^e at the time of taking the oaths, and 1 had 
none at thaP»time. 

10th. Relating to jurisdiction over Kfe ? 
*^ns. 1 dont know that I ever came to any defi- 
«nite conclusion relative to these points I never 
peUeved' that if I broke the oaths, the Lodge to 

\ 



wliich I belonged would themselves infiict the penal- 
ties. I considered that, as a moral, bfcing, I had no 
right to take the life of any individual. 

in answer to the 11th Interrogatory. 

I dont know of any other secrets in Masonry 
than those contained in Bernard and Allyn. I hav^ 
always Considered that the oat/is were as much the 
secrets of Masonry, as the signs, initiation and man- 
ner of working'. The fpim of the different Lodges* 
their arratigement when at work, &d. are also a 
part of the secrets. 

Question. Did you at the time you took ^thc oaths 
consider them incompatible with your duplies as a 
citizen ? " *• 

,^ns. No individual could form his judgment ^ 
of the oaths, u-n til -after he had taken them. J did not 
consider them incompatible with my religious &nd 
civil duties, until 1 had an opportunity to investigate ' 
them. My mind was under a* suspicion in refer- 
ence to them, as I presume has been the case wiih 
many who still adhere, to the institution.* When 
they were placed before me in print, as I had taken 
them, I had ah opportunity to consider them delibe- 
rately. 

Question by Grand Commander Barker. When 
did you first^ee them placed before you in print? 

Mns, I think I saw. them soon after my initia- 
tion, in Jacbin and Boaz, which some Masons used 
to have in the Lodge. It was ccn-jidered rather ,un- ' 
masonic to study Jachin and Boaz in the Lodge. — 
In that book the oaths were printed. But I did not 
study the oaths for the purpose of forming any opin- 
ion on them, but rather to refresh my memory^ In 
the winter of 1829, 1 formed an opinion upon the 
character of Masonic oaths. In answer to a ques- 
tion from Mr Barker, witness says, for the first two 
or three years after I joined the Lodge, I heard 
these frequently administered, but 1 did not under- 
stand them. ♦ 

Question. What do you consider the objects of 
Masonry to be ? , 

.^n$. What the objec's of Masohs now are, in 
upholding the Institution, it would puzzle any body 
to tell. 1 believe the original object of Masons to 
have been to meet tog6ther to have a high frolick, 
and look after each other's interests, to the exclusion 
of all others of the community. To protect each 
other at all points. Such I believe to have been 
its original object. I should be sorry to attribute 
such motjivc' to the Masons in this. town. F also 
believe one of the original objects was to bring the 
religion of the New Testame*nt.into contempt. I do 
not believe that ihoso who rtovy uphold it are fully 
aware that this is the legitimate design and ted- 
deucy of JVIasonic principles and ceremonies. - 
. [This statement produced much sensation, among 
the Masons. The Grand Commander p/oposed this 
question :] 

Where do you find your proofs of this, and on 
what do you found your opinion ? 

Ansx in all the prayers^ ijsed in ihe Lodge, ihQ 
name of Jesus Christ is most studiously left out. 
There is no reference, rtade to him in any of the 
c'eremonies of, the seven first degrees. 

Mr. Haile. To whom are the prayers addressed ? 

.ens. To God. 

Question from, a Mason. In what other respects 
does Masonry conflict with the religion of the New 
Testament ? 

Ans, The one I'believo to be a system of truth, 
the other to be a system o{ falsehood. 

Mr. Hallett here presented, in writing, two ques- 
tion?, relative to the disavowal of revealed religfon, 
in iVIasonic charges, and the erasurcof the name of 
Christ from the passages of scripture used in the 
Royal Arch degree. No notice was* takeij of it. — < 
Grand Master OooUe, referred to the questions asked 
Mr. Chase, a former witness, touching hla he.l1ft.C vcw 
the reltilW^ fstvaVtw^^ cA\>^^^^\^<iTv7v<i5>k^vcv^'8^"^x\sw- 



'Haile, who held tire latlcr questions before bim, 
paused for some moments, and seciqed undecided 
*what Course, to adopt. Mr. Haile, Mr. Sprague and 
Mv. Cornell werB the only members of the Coin- 
inittee present, Messrs. Hazard and. Simmons being 
absent. The curiosity of the spectators, was strong- 
ly excited, to discover what the difficulty was. — 
After evincing coDsiderable uneasines«, Mr./ Haile 
|)Ut the question, with evident reluctance. Up to 
this time the impression of some of the Committee 
9ud the spectators, seemed to be that the witness 
kad made a charge against the Institution, of Its tr- 
religiou>'5 tendency, which it was impossible for him 
to prove. Even the Masons whoJ^new better, were 
confident the ivitness would be put down in making 
<his ciiarj;©. 

The questions and answer, Howeveri produced an 
^entire revulsion in thu opmion of all candid persons 
present, and fully slistalned the witilcss. Mr. H^ilc 
put this question first:] 

D6 y(Ai Know of a quotation or passages from the 
New Testament in a Masonic book, from which the 
name of the'^avior i« excluded, although it appears 
in the original as printed in the Ne^w Testament ? 

Ans. In one of Paul's Epistle^^, which is used in 
the cei-eraonies as a lesson, the name of * our Lord 
Jesiis Christ,' which occurs in the original text is. 
• left* out. The second question was then put: 

Did you ever ret\d, or hear read to you, the Charge 
to Masons in the first part of the Records of St. 
John*s Lodge, in which the following instruction is 
given tp the candidate.' 'Religious diisputes are nev- 
oid to be introduced into a Lodge. Fox as Masons we 
only pursue the unive:rsal Religion or jhb Re- 
ligion of Nature !*— {Extract from a short charge 
to b^ given to the Candidate on his initiation, as 
found in the Records of St. John's Lodga, Provi- 
dence, and also publi;>hed in Books of Masonic Con'- 
•titutions.] 

Witness docs not remember it was read to 

him. 

[./Vr. HalUtthzv^ Called for the Book of Records 
of St. John's Lodge,which was produced after some- 
' hesitation, and referred to the passage as above 
quoted, which Ixe read, aloud, and iianded to Mr. 
Haile. Mr. Uaile has entii*ely qmitted this fdct in 
his Minutes. 

NOTE. 

[To illustrate thfs important^oint, that Masonry, 
in the seven original degrees, as ihe^ are called, 
carefully e;itcludes revealed leligion, and the name 
of Jesus Christ, in ordf.r to accommodatjs itself to 
Turks, Jews and Pagans the following, facts are 
subjt)ined. In one of the principal Madonic, charges, 
is found this passage, above referred to.] 

•* As Ma»»ons, we only pursue the universal re- 
ligion, OR THE religion OF NATURE. This IS 3 

cement which unites men of the most different 
principles in one sacred bond, and brings together 
those who were the most distant from «ne anulher.' 

The saline principle is fully avowed irr the De- 
claratiqn of the twelve hundred Ma:?ons of Massa- 
chusetts. 

<' [Masonry] simply requires oi the candi<late his 
assent to one great fundamental religious truth : the 
existence and Providence of God, and a practical ac- 
knowledgement* of those infallible doctrines for 
the government of life, which are toritUn hy the 
^ finger of God on the heart gf man.* 

So says orator Brainard! * The only religious test 
[in Masonry] is this, that men should have a sense 
of their iihinortal accountability, 36 that their obli- 
gation can he fionfidid in." 

A still stronger illustration of this JV^asonic prin- 
ciple, is found in (he original <iharge at initiation 
into the first, degree, p. 175 of the Massachusetts 
. Book of 'Crfnstitutions, compiled by the learned Dr. 
Harris, and approved by the Gran^l Lodge of Mas- 
eachusetit. 

^ As a £'entleuian. and a Mason you are to be, a 
s/r/ct observer of the moral hw, as c^ptainbd in tn^ 
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Holy tdritings.** In a note by Dr. Harris, he tHoi I' 
gives the Masonic definition ot Holy Writings, vix: 
''The Bible, and in countriee where it ie Dot known, 

ANY OTHER BOOK WHICH ^8 VITD^ReTOOD TO CON- 
TAIN'THE WORD OF GoD." 

Thus the Koran and the Sbaster are accounted of 
et)aal and concurrent authority with the Bible, in 
the religion of J^asonry ! Hear also what brother 
James Hardie says in his Monitor, approved by all 
good Masons : 

" Masonry excludes all distinctions of rank, u 
well as of religion. The Ronaan Catholic, the 
Episcopalian^ the Presbyterian) the Methodists, the 
Baptists,%the Unitarian, \.\i% Hebrew, the Gertoo 
the Indian, &c. may here sit together in harmonj 
and peace." 

In Webb's Monitor, page 140, at^the opening of 
the Royal Arch Chapter, passages of scripture are 
set apart to be read, 2d Thessalonians 3d chapter, 
from the 6th to the 17th verses. The 6th ver.*e 
reads in the New Testament thus : " Now we comn 
mand you, brethren, in the name of our Lord Jesssl 
Christ, that ye withdraw yourselves from every 
brother who walketh disorderly." 

In -Webb's version', it feaids thus : ** Now we 
command 3'ou, brethren, that ye withdraw your- 
selves from every brother,'* &c, 

12th rer^e. In the original : '* Now them that are 
such we command and exhort, by our Lord Jenv 
Christ, that with quietness they work and eat tlieir 
own bread." 

Same verse as> altered iij. We*^b : ** Now them 
that are such we coiiimand and exhort, that with 
quietness they work," &c. 

The 18th verse in the original is wholly omitted, 
viz : '*. The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ be with 
you ali." Here, in one chapter, the name of Jesui 
Christ, which occurs three times, is expunged by 
Masonry, in order to accommodate itself to the JeWi 
the Turk and the Hindoo. 

Again in TVebb, p. 154, a part of the 9th chapter 
of Hebrews is read during the ceremony of lower- 
ing the candidate through a trapdoor, in the wicked 
farce of repres6nting ' the tabernacle called the Ho 
lies! of all the manna, Aaron':} rod that budded/aod 
the tables of the covenant.*' In the original the 
narfic and office of Christ occurs seven times, but do 
allusion is made to bim in Webb's versioo. One of 
the v'erses omitted is remark.able. '* U.' But GhriM 
bein^ come a high priest of good things to come, 
by a greater and iftore perfect fabernacle, not made 
with hands, that is to say, not of this building." 

Grand Master Cooke now called for bis question, 
which Mr, Haile- put as follows : 

Mr. jJaile. I have no right to ask ytfu^any ques- 
tions relating to your religious views, but in order 
to explain how you consider the . Masonic Institu- 
tion as excluding^ the religion of Jesus Christ, 1 
will ask you what you understand by the word 
God? 

Aus. Perhaps the best answer 1 can give, is, 
that being who created and upholds t)ie universe. 

Mr. Haile, What do you understand is meaot 
by the words Jesus Christ ^ ^ 

Ans, Do you wish to divide them or take thsin 
together ? Jesus Christ was -the son of God. 

Mr, Haile. No, take them together. 

Mr. Haile, What do you understand by the ex- 
pression, God the Father, God the Son, and God 
the Holy Ghost ? 

[Mr. Harris liere referred to the bill of rights of 
Rhode Island, which expressly says that no man 
shall be' called in question, touching his religious 
belief J 

Mr. Hflile. I have no right to question you on 
your religious belief, but h is necessary to under-' 
st&nd how you comprehend the word God. 

Ans . If \hfe.o\5ift^\. U to involve me in a meta- 
physical \n«\\itt'V, fot >2kv% i^MTi^ote Q*^ Tiv\«t«^«aKQ.viti^ 
1 my vl«vri ol ieV\g,\cm, \ a>a%\V c\^\m\a^ i^^v^-m. ^ 



^(izen. Af a bftlUrtr in the religion of Christ, I J s^or. though the fact is^known to every school hoj^ 
can approach Go0 in no other way, thain in the but the object is to draw an iaference, to be used 19 



IM me of Jesus Christ. 

Mr. Haile. That is not an answer to the quies- 
tioHr If you decline aneweri'pg it, I shall so state 
it. ' \ > 

Witntsa, Tou will thed not state it correctly. I \ 
have not refused to answer. 

Mr Haile, The witness has charged a large and 
respectable body of men with infidelity. 

Mr Hallett. The' witness has made no such 
charge againat individuals. He has stated the 
principles laid down in Masonic charges and con- 
stitutions. 



my injury elsewhere. 

Mr. Haile. " Do you decline answering, then? 

Witness. I do. > 

Mr Haile wrote this down. ' 

.^r HaZ^e^^said, that if Mr Haile put down the 
refusal cf the witness to answer, he ought also to 
state fhe reason £fiven by hiin,/for the refusal. 

[J^ote. The above examination took place in the 

absence of Mr. Hazard and. Mr. Simmons. Tlie 

impropriety and unfairness of the proceeding,^ are 

sufficiently. apparent,especially to any one acquaint- 

1 ed with the laws of Rhode island, which ezprossly 



JIfr Haile, I cannot vnderstand any distinction I declare that no ^vitness shall be called in question. 



between charging an Institution with inculcating 
deism, or charging the men who belong to it. 

JIfr HvHiett. That is your own inference. The 
witness has only stated the facts. 

Mr Haile, addressing the witness. Is it under- 
stood, by any portion of the religious cominunit^, 
that the word God includes Father, Son and Holy 
Spirit? ' 

Ans. I do not understand the drift of the que8<« 
tion, or the reason for asking it. 1 decline answer- 
ing the question, if itjs intended, as 1 presume it 
'is, to involve an inquiry into my religious opinions. 
1 do not think that this is a proper place to explain 
them. 

[Mr. Haile here remarked with some severity, 
upon the circumstance of Mr. Harris having hand- 
ed to witness the R. I. bill of rights, relating to re- 
ligious freedom.] 

Mr. Haile. Then you decline answering? 
^Witness. I beg leave to remark, that if that ques- 
tion has the remotest connejiion with the matter 
now under legal investigation, I am willing to an- 
swer it. I feel myself boiind to an^swer every 
thing that comes under my civil obligation to tell the 
. whele truth; not to tell a'part of the truth) as other 
witnesses have done, and excuse myself by saying 
that the Committee agreed to ask me only such 
and tuch questions. 

Mr. Haile, For my own part, I consider itiias a 
bearing. 

Witness. I believe there is no sect of Christians 
who do not consider Christ the only medium of 
intercession between God and man. 

JIfr. Haile. That is not an answer. - 

Witness. I think it important. In Masonic 
prayeni the Savior is excluded, which is evidently 
not accidentally but purposely, in conformity to the 
principles of the Institution, which exclude the re- 
ligion of Jesus Christ, and adopt only natural relig- 
ion. , 

Mr, Haile. That is not the question. ~ 

Grand Commander Barker handed the ibilowing 
question, which Mr. Haile put. i 

In whose name are witnesses sworn in a Court of 
law? 

Witness, What has that to do with this investi- 
gation? 

Mr. Haile. You are not to judge. 

[JVote. The Maeonic witnesses, however, by a 
special contract with Mr. Hazard,, were allowed to 
judp^e, and to withhold answers to all questions 
which they judged tp be improper.] 

Mr, HaUe. De you decline answering? 

Witness. I have no -objection to answer the 
question, but I have an objection to being trifled 
with. If the Committee will so far relieve my 
mind as to point out any relation it has to my duty 
here ae a witness,. I riiould be greatly oUiged to 
them. ' '. ^ 

Mr Haile. I cannot consider the question im- 
portant other than to ascertain whet&er you are ac- 
qoainted with the .manner* in which oaths are ad- 
ministered in Courts of law. All kinds of questions 
have been pat 



touching his religious belief. >. Even this violation 
of la wf by Mr. Haile, is, however, less irtiproper in 
a person acting as a magistrate, than his refusal to - 
put down any thing in ms minutes, but the simple 
question, and the refusal of the- witness to answer.^ 
though he was specially requested to give the whole 
of the witness' answer. It \yould seem hardly 
credible that Mr. Haile should have condensed the 
whole of this inquiry touching the religious views 
of the witnee^^ into the following questions and 
answers, and yet it is every word of it that is given 
in his printed report of the testimony. See page 
62 of me Committee's published' report of the tes- 
timony. 

** Q^uestion hy. Committee. What db'you qnder' 
stand is meant by the word God ?^ 

,^ns. I understand it to mean that being who 
created and upholds the Universe. 

Qiiestion Jay request. In whose name is a witness 
s.worn in a court of law ? .' , 

^ns. I decline answering this question."] 
[Mr. Hazard resumed bis seat at the table.] 

In answer to a question by request, witneaa Btat-,* 
ed he had a coiiversation a year ago, with a Mason, ' 
Benajah Warren, of this town, on the subject of 
keeping secret a crime, if conimunicated' to him 
Masonically. 'He asked me why I had renounced 
Masonry, k told him, one reason why I had re^ 
nounced it was, that I considered the principles of 
Masonry were inconsistent with the duties of a man 
a9 a citizen. He asked me to show him in what re* 
spect. I stated to him a case, by way of illustra- 
tion, referring him to that part of the obligation 
which requires him to H^ep the secrets of a brother 
Master Mason, in every respect save murder and 
treason. 

If a brother Mason should be guilty of burning, 
his neighbor's house, and should communicate to 
him the fact, and require him to keep secret, as. |i 
Mason, the transaction,-how he could, consistently 
with his obligation as a citizen, keep his Masonic 
obligation? Tasked hin\ what hu would do in such . 
a case. He replied, he would not tell ofity let 'peo- 
ple find it out as they, tould, he would never tell of 
it. • 

Mr. Haile inquired if there was >my reference to 
a trial in a Court of Justice. 

Ans. There was nono. 
' In answer to 18th interrogatory, wHness says — 

I have no recolleetion of ever hearing politics dis- 
cussed in a Lodge, nor knew a Lodge to combine 
to elect a candidate to office. , 

2lst Interrogatory. — 

I have considered my moral duties paramAint U> 
ail others, and have never fayored a Mason to th^ 
injury of one who was not, in consequence of my 
Masonic obligations. 

^uestifm by request. Have you known any in- 
stance, where the influence oi Masonry has been 
used to the injury of those who were not MesoQi^ 
If so state it. 

.^115. Sometime in the^sammer of 1830, 1 was 



called npon b^ ^'^ovws^i^iwMi^^^^^^sftRv^^^^^^assv 
HaW, \\\eTi «. T«i«vi*TiX. ^^ ^va \i2WTi.,T.v« ^^^^"^^^^^ 
/^««y. Hthe demgn was apparent in tba\tVc\it,\obetuti«Vva\k^\\.\» ^v^^ 
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Wil myself, (two belii;^ requireJ bylaw,) 1 called < 
on Mr. Lowell Adaui;j, to be bail with me. He 
did so. A few days after we had become bail, said 
^dams remarked to me, that he. was apprebeosive 
wo had got ourselves into dilficuity, fur that this 
Hall was a great villain. I asked him how he 
knew that fact. He replied, he was told it by a 
brother Mason, as a Mason. I asked him who the 
man wa?. He refused telling Uis name, saying it 
was communicateil to him as a Mason, or upou the 
principles of Masonry. I ascertained afterwards 
that it was the vi;ry man who had caused the writ 
to be served on said Hall. This man was GrifHo 
Child. The suit that was brought was for slander. 
After the suit was withdrawn, Mr. Adams told me 
he i(ot the information froni Mr. Child. ^ 

[JVbZff. The bearing of this will b« seen, by ob- 
serving that it was. the. interest ot Child to injure 
the character of Hall, and induce his bail to surren- 
der iiim,, which- would have placed him at the iner- 
jcy pf Child. He therefore Masonically commu- 
nicated suspicion!! t^/the mind of xVdams, who did 
not know that Child had caused the writ to be. is- 
sued. 

A3fr. Hazard, about this time, was extremely civil 
to -witness, and made this remark, "I prejume that 
nobody who hears your te&timony, will doubt it. It 
is given very fairly] 

Witness., Never- knew the Grand Hailing Sign 
«f Distress to be made in a Court, or a Judge to 
practice upon that construction. 

Question by request. Was tlje duty of obeying 
the Grand Hailing Sign of distress inculcated in 
the Lectures f 

Ans.' I recollect at the close of receiving the' 
Master's degree, the Master of the Lodge, in ex- 
))rainlng the Grand Hailing Sign, told me that 
whenever I saw that sign, or heard the jvords ac- 
companying itj I was to fly to the relief of the per- 
son making it, if there was a greater probability of 
' saying his life than losing my own. The sign is 
made by raising both hands above the head. The 
words are. My Lord, three times* repeated. 

[The witness here represented the motion, at 
^hich the Maspns present exhibited indications of 
distress as though they had witnessed some awful 
sffcrilege.] . 

Witness. It is the custom for Masons to be re- 
ceived as visiting brethren into all Lodges of their 
degree. 

Question by request. What is understood by ^ 
worthy 'brother ? 

Ans. I presume it is to be understood that every 
Mason js to be considered a worthy brother until he 
is declared to-be otherwise by the Lodge to which 
he belongs. 

Answer to 33d Interrogatory. I have had repeat- 
ed conversations with diffetent Masons, at different 
timei9, upon the subject of the Morgan outrage.-^ 
The impression that several of them left on my 
mind was^that they justified the abduetion and mur- 
der of Morgan, on Masonic princfples. My recol- 
lection is so indefinite that I should not bame any 
individual. These conversations were within two 
years past, in this town. I do not recollect any par- 
ticular!* place, nor do I recollect any particular ex- 
pressions that led rne to thcsfe impressions. 
* Mr. Hazard seemed very desirous, just at this 
iime,% do aw'ay the unfavorable inipression left 
upon the public, by pressing the witness as to hi? 
religious opinions. He evidently did not like to have 
spy one abuse the witnesses but himself .He said, 
very politely, that he hoped the witness would not 
- consider that the Committee were disposed to press 
him. He thought the public ought to be possessed 
of all the information in reference to such a subject, 
as the justificatldn of murder. This xvas all he de- 
sired. Mr. Hazard here asked if a single question 
Aad been reiased, if it had it should be put now-l 
0iestian Ay tht Grand Master. In whut form 
^^rs jroa jjQtmed previouB to your expulsion? 



Ans. I was not notified at all, and knew not ithj 
I was expelled. ' ' fci 

Question from W. Paine, Jr.^ Had you made 
known previous to your expulsion, the Masonic 
oaths, and did you suppose - you were expelled for 
declaring the truth of the revelations of Masonry, 
before the public. - , • ■ 

Ans.- I had, and I presume that was the reason 
why I was expelled. 

Question from the same. . Have- you ever'beea 
told in a friendly or threatening: inannel- by Masooi 
that your speaking against Masonry would injure 
you in your business ? 

Ans. I have, but whether in a friendly or threat- 
ening manner I cannot tell. 

Question by revest. -Was it explained to you, 
iis you advanced in the degrees, that the reason o( 
the cable tow being increased in each degree. Id the 
number of times it was wound round you, waste 
impress upon you the additional binding force «J 
your obligations ? 

Ans. it was so explained. 
- The testimony hero closed, and it being 9 o'clock 
in the evening-, the Committee adjourned. 

Friday morning Dec. 16.— Present all the com- 
mittee, except Mr. Potter. Rev. Mr. Greene, a Bap- 
list Clergyman and adhering Mason, was called again, 
bavins; b6en previouslj ex;amindd and excused. 
Testimony of Rev. Daniel Grekne. 

The general interrogatories being put,witness ans- 
wered in the form adopted by most of the Masooie 
witnesses, who had the benefit of each others testi- 
mony. 

Question by request. Did you ever hear of the 
murder or intended murder of Morgan, in theXodgfe, 
or did you ever hear a Mason justify ar palliate the 
murder ? 

Ans. I do not kn9w any thinsr about It, except 
tirhat I read in the papers and publications. 

Question by request. What are the signs madecd 
entering and leaving a lodge', and what reference 
have they to the penalty ? " 

Ans. There are signs and cei^monies oii leaving 
a Lodge ; I never inquired whether tfaey had refer- 
ence to the penalty or not. I presume the lectures 
will tell all about it. 

[Witness, however, declined stating what the 
signs were ; or what explanation was given of them 
in the Lectures.] 

Question by request. Were you taught in the Lec- 
tured, to obey the grand hailing sign of distress.^ 

Ans. t presume they are taught to obey the signs, 
in the Lectures, &c. " 

Question by request. To whom did 'you consider 
you bound yourself, in the penalty of your Entered 
Apprentice's oath, to have your throat cut, &c. if 
you revealed the secrets ? to yourself, or to the 
Lodge ? * . 

Ails. I do not consider 1 gave power to any one 
to inflict the penalty upon me. 

By request. Have you ever had ahy evidence to- 
satisfy you that Speculative Masonry existed previ- 
ous to 1717, and have you ever held out the opinion 
to others, or believed it yourself, that the Institution 
was 5831 years old >* 

.^ns. I have always held it to be an ancient Insti- 
tution. I have no particular evidence other than 
the Masonic Monitor: I do not remember to have 
stated exactly how old it was. 

By request. Do you consider yburself, as a Royal 
Arch Mason, under strono^er obligations as respects 
charity to a brother Royal Arch thlkn to anr Entered 
Apprentice .'* What is the object of having^ so many 
degrees, in which Masons are bound to keep secrete, 
not only from the world, but from each other. 

Ans. I do not know. ' * 

Question. How'do you answer the first part of 
the question? 

j9iIS. 1l do tVO\.VLXVON«lW\^V\Ao. 

Question bi| request. \^ ^^civ^YvacM^ ViaJgLftw >iJcv^^v 
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ber the following obtigatton administered to ynu, 
While %omg through U;ie cerdinoiiies? ** Thk pure 

wine/'&c. [Antep.49.] ^ • . 1 wright, sworji-I 

^ns. I cannot recollect any tiling; about what im ^^^ j^ l^g j^ j^^ 
rbad to me from that book, . 

Question by request^ Can you recollect ever 
drinking; wine, or it^ rcipresentalive, ont of a hu- 
man skull, in the cererobnles of being made a 
Knight Templar? , • 

^n.f, , I do not know that it Caci effect the inter- 
ests of any one, ' Whether I drank wine out 
dF A sKUiiiij A tirr tfup, or a Dasim! 

[flU' Truty a wdrlhy anstVer for a reverend cler- 
gyman, tinder % solemn civil oath, to answer all 
such qiie.stions as should be pnt to hirii! How 
strangely Masonic principles pervert the ttnder- 
8ta.ndins;s and consciences of pious men, and even 
ministers of the gospel of ttttJTn ! A list of ques* 
tions had been inade^out for th'n witness, but ihey 
had been torn up by Mr< Hazard, and it was deem- 
ed useless to press tbem, where the witness was pro- 
tected by (he committee frdm telling the truth, 
end where it was apparent htf would not answer 
any question, under civil oath^ which his Masonic 
dath required him td eoncedl. One df these ques- 
tions, if put, must have inVdlved the witness in di- 
rect contrftdictionf He had testifiedi that the ob- 
ject of the check degree was to keep people dut of 
the LddgO) who might gOt in by studying the books 
df impdstdi^^ &c. Thd qudstidn Was, whether a 
man who tdld the truth could be an impostdr, and 
how it was necessary to guard against the admis- 
sion of imposiorSf if thoy had ndt got the real se- 
crets of Masonry, from Morgan's discldsures ? 

[it ha» been alleged that among the charges 
brought against the Masons of Rhode Island, by 
Antimasons, was the murder df a man for having 
made a Masdn illegaUy. Mr. Hazard^ (though he 
Carefully avoided inquiries into the actual charges 
made by Antimasons, and though he twice refused 
i written request to summon the Gkahd Mastef and 
Grand Cdmmander of the year 1826, and question 
, them as to their knowledge of the Morgan conspir^ 
acy, and the disposituvn of the extra appropriations 
niade from their JVfnds in that ydar,) was never- 
theiess^eager to-' represent the A nti masons as hav- 
ing charged the Rhode Island Masons, with the ac- 
tual coipmission of murder. The tact was, this 
. charge originated ffdm Caleb Sayles, a high adher- 
ing mason, and but for him would never have bedn 
presented to the pubtio at alh We deem it wholly 
foreign to the subject of inquiry before the Com- 
tnittee, but as Mr. Hazard was pArticularljr zealousi 
in his investigations into a matter which he knew 
the Antinaasons did not rely upon at all, or expect 
to prdVd ; it may be proper to give the testimony. 
The witnesses on this point were got before the 



Testimony or Lewis C. Bnowx. [20th JVitnh^if.^ 

Lewis C. Brexvn, Smitlif^eld, Valley Fallj*, mill-' 
am a Mason, have taken the de- 
gree to me ti.. A. i am- still an adhering masptif. 

Ques., Did yott ever have any difBcuJty with the 
Lodge, if so wha^ was it, and what were the [iro" 
beediogs ? t 

Ans. I never had nn • diflicu.lty with the Grand 
Lodge of this State^ As td the Morning Star Lod^e 
there was at one time some (difficulty in 1814. It 
began by some of the members heiiig at variance 
wjth me; Thfit happened in consequendd of a cer- 
tain one, who I was owin^ a sura of money tn, and " 
I was gone to New York and some persons attached 
Illy property ; amongst them some mtisonSj and one 
in consequence of jiot getting his money^ accused 
me of cheating him. ' 

Ho made a cdmplaint to the T/odg« for defraud- 
ihg him, and they look notice of it.. They apptwnt- 
ed a committee to investigate the subject. The eom- 
mittee oil an investigation rejiorted atrainsi me unan- 
imously; I appealed ns I had a ri^fat td do, accord- 
ing to the by laws of the Lodge, to a second com- 
mittee. Tna second committee investigated the 
affair and also reported a/rainst me. As I 'was a 
member df a Chapter in Prdvideuce at the same 
time, the same complaint was entered there. After 
the report of the second committee, the Chapter 
appo'mted a committee of thUee to repot t on the 
same. John Carlile, Pciter Grlnnell, and Mr. Jackson 
of this town, 1 think were the Committee. Aft«»r 
heanng the parties they reported unanimouslv in 
ray favdt.. Then I Went back to t^e Morninor Star 
Lodge, alid insistdd on being reinstated, which was 
refused. \ thefi made complaint to the Grand 
Lodge. The grand Lodge appointed a eoramiHee 
of three tc investigate the aflfiir and report. This 
committee cited thd Morning Star Lodge to show 
^usd why I should not bd reinstated in said Lnd?^. 
The Lodge at Oumberlatid appointed a commitied 
to appear before the committee of the Grand Lodp<». 
They accordingly appeared with mvself before iaid 
committee. There was a full invest ifrali on of the 
subject before the dommittee, and^hey reported. 
That the' said Lewis C. Brdwn be reinstated infrt 
the Lodge- and all the privileges of Masdnry, and 
have a right to yiat any Lodsre under the jurjsdic- 
tidn of the Grand Lodge. This report wan nccf>pt- 
ed. I then went back to* the Morning Star Lo^l^f?, 
but they insisted on holding me as an expelled 
member, and contended that the Grand Lod^e had 
no right to rem$tate an expelled member of any 
subordinate Lodge. Their by laws required the 
unanimous vote of all the members present to re- 
instate an expelled member, and tbe r^nson wliv 
the Lodge did not compiy with tbe reouisilions of 



the Grand Lodge were these : the brother mason 



extra summons for them to appear. They were ad* 
hering Masons, and testified with great reluctance. 
Mr4 Hazard throughout avoided proposing any 
questions that, might draw out more than it would 
be prudent to have disclosed. 

There is one fact, particularly deserving notice in 
the testimony of Lewis C. Brown. Jt will be seen 
that a Mason, who did not collect hh debt in a dis- 
tribution of the witnesses pigperty, accused him to 
the Lodge, evidently for not Complying with the 
spirit of his obligation to favor a brother Masofi, to 
the exclusion of other creditors, jind the Lodge con- 
demned him for if. Could this subject be fully de- 
veloped, many a creditor, not a Mdson, would learn 
how it has happetied that lie has been overlooked in 
the distribution or attachment of his debtor's prop- 
erty, while others, less desorving, have been fully 
secured. 

It will also be observed from this tcstimdny, that 
the witoesB was rather suddenly restored to the 
Lodge, just aAer the Morgan outrage, when it be 



opposed to me always, put in a neeative votp, and I 
believe that some otbers voted always n^^ninst me. 
After these repeated requ«»8ts. in 1P27! or 29'. 
they finally restored me to all my former ricrhts und 
privileges in said lodare by a vote, the person who 
made the complaint havinor moved away. 

QttM. After this, or before, or at anv other time, 
did you write any thins: about or affoin»t the institu- 
tion of Masonrv, which got before p(tr*»on« who wore 
Masons, or before the Lodge, and created the same 
or another difficulty 

^ Ansyh\n true while the aflfjiir was ponfllnsr in 
Morning Star Lodgre. I kept a imirnal nn'» made 
some comments on If, but I believe no difRruTfv 
•was created by it. The comments wore on pofnta 
which I deemed lllearal and nnmasonfc. At this 
ttme 1 wrote some letters to the Lodffe on this snh- 
lect, which the lodge did not apprdve. These pro- 
ceedings are all on record 

Qmbs. Did the Lodge some two or thtea ^♦.vt«. 



„. -^RO'Ot an^ti^fljawx*'^^^ w^^^tVtv^v^ '^'^'^^'^^'^'^'^^ 

came necessary for Masons to settle all thdir Bmal\«T \ ***^«^ ^«^m ^nVvG^V ^wi \i^^ \«N^ ^«^ Vs^^*^ ^np^ 
diSScaltiea.J ^ 
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Ans. There was no such offer ever made. The t 
person represented that I had writteD against Ma* 
. soory, but the Committee of the Grand Lodge de- 
cided 1 had not written any thing against Masonry ; 
1 ^ever bad written or said anj thing agaiast Ma- 
sonry. 

Quetf. Have you ever known any person to ob- 
tain the secrets of Masonry illegally, or as they 
say clandestinely ? \Vho was it, where did he live, 
what was his name, what became of him, when was 
hetriediftriedatall? 

Ans, I know of nosachcase that ever came un- 
der my knowledge. 

Ques, Did you ever hear of such a case, or 
have evidehce given yon to convince you tiiat such 
* . A case ever happened in thb State. 

Ans. There has been frequent reports, but noth- 
ing that ever satisfied my mind that sueh a case 
ever took place in this State. There, was a report 
that a Mr. Joseph FoIIet, of Cumberland, now 
dead, did once obtain Masonry illegally. It is very 
difficult to tell whether people meant it for a fact, 
or only a rumor. This report I had hrom my fath- 
. er and ^others. My father was not a Mason. These 
circumstances happened about thirty two years 
age, since which time there has been something 
said about it. 

' The report has been revired within about 5 years 
in a Vermont paper, but I have heard no new cir- 
cumstance about iti Mr. Foilett has been dead 
sometiiing like twenty years. He left two daught- 
ers. The youngest » married te my brother. She 
is about thirty yeara old. and resides in Cumber-; 
land. My father died in 1800. I wasweli acquint- 
ed with Mr Follett My brother's wife said that 
her mother told her that a stranger came to board 
with her, and soon after disappeared. No name 
wns mentioned in the Vermont report, who made 
Fulletta Mason. 1 dont know as 1 can tell. In 
^ conversation with my brother's wife, she stated her 
mother washed this man's clothes, who boarded 
there, the stranger, and his shirt was bloody. Her 
mother has been dead five or six years. Caii't tell 
that her mother stated the time when^ this man 
' boarded there. Tlusraan sooii after disappeared. 
It was supposed by them that no other person knew 
the stranger but Mr. Follett. They were often in 
a room together alone. 

Ques. What has been reipres&ntedhy Mr ^FolUtVs 
/dntily, as his feelings and views upon this subject, 
during his last sickness. ^ 

Ans. Never has been represented by bim, any 
thing against Masonry. He was buried with Ma- 
, ionic honors ! I don't recollect ever hearing his 
family say any thing about what his feelings were 
upon this subject. My brother's wife says that 
her mother told her they, the stranger and Mr. Fol- 
lett, were intimate together, and often in the room 
together by themseWes. I was well adqualnted 
with Mr. F., but never heard Mr. F. say that any 
Mason or any body else suffered by Masons on his 
account. I was twenty or twenty five years old 
at the time Follett died. 

Adjourned till aHernooh. 

Q^es. Were you not restored to your Masonic 
privileges by the Grand Lodge, from fear you 
would publish your difficulties to the world ? 
Ans. It is very difficult for me to say what the 
' xrause was. It was sufficient for me to know that I 
was^restored. I should rather think it was because 
justice required it to be done. 

Ques* Did you threaten to publish the proceed- 
ings of the Lodge, and was it talked in the Grand 
Lodge that you would do so^ if you were not re- 
stored. 

Ans. Seems ihouzh there was something said 
hy a' Committee in the Morning Star Lodge, to a 
Chwm/ttee in the G. Uodg^. I do not know what 
•Oeet thBi bsd. Im 
esttdJoga, iftbejr b%d 






Mr. Haile. Was there any thing improper ill 
those proceedmgs } 

Ans. Nothing more than to show a private diffi* 
culty, and the inconsistency of the' proceedingi of 
the Lodge. I<7othing that would injure the priod- 
pies of Masonry, 1 conclude, if these proceedingi 
were made pabUc. It would show, their incooaist- 
ent conduct. 

[This last was got down with difficulty^ Mr, 
Haile askiiig ff witness was satisiSed.] 

In answer to a question, witness has read umi 
parts of Morgan's lilustratipns; of Bernard's noae. 
I think that Morgan wrote as well as he knew. 

Qnss, What do you mean by saying be wrote u 
well as he knew how .' 

Ans. My impression, is be wrote to get money bj 
it, and of course he would write as well as heknsw. 
In that part I read I found some variatioo. 

Mr. Hails. What is your meanings well or cor- 
rect ' 

Ans.' I find some errors in it in my opinion. •■ 

Jtfr..^ai2s. Can. you state the errors. 
. Ans, I can't do it without they are pointed oat. 

Mr. Paine wished the Committee to read tin 
Royal Arch Oath from Allyn. 

Mr. Hazard said the proper oath to read to the 
witness, who was a Rhode Island Mason, was tki 
Rhode Island oath, as handed, in to the committee. 

Mr. Paine thought the witness ought not to be 
instrueted in this w^y, as to what he was to sweir 
to. 

Mr, Hazard, It don't have a very good appeih 
ance to atteiiipt to discard the oaths proved here, by 
R. I. liOdges and Chapters. It is not ia my opinon | 
fair treatment. - 

Mr, Paine, If it was fair treatment to make sece- 
ding Masons testify from the oaths given in the 
books, I don't see why^it is not as falr*to qnestioa 
adhering masons in the' same way. 

Mr. Hazard replied by biting his lips and shof* 
filing bis spectacles with great veheipence. The 
witness relieved him by saying, 

I won't trouble you to~ read the oaths» they an 
nearly correct in Morgan. It is so long since I teid 
the Royal Arch Oath, that I cannot undertake to 
point out any part. [The reading of the oath wtf 
waived.] 

. Ques, Have you ever taken the Check degree or 
pass word, since IS^G'; if so, when and from whom, 
and what did yon understand was the occasion' of 
it? . 

Ans, I received such a degree in Morning Stir 
Lodge, Cnmberland, sometime in 1828, from Rev. 
Mr. Cutler, an Universalist minister. Master of the 
Lodge. There was little said about it at the time. 
I suppose the real object was to keep out those who' 
we did not know but might getinformation enooi^fa 
from Morgan's book and others to work into the 
Lodge. 

Ques. Did you understand where it -came from? 
Ans. I underiitood it had been lately received, 
but from whence it was not told tome. 

Testimony of Jesse Brown — 2\st wiiness, 
Friday morning, Dec. 15.— [Nearly every ques- 
tion put to this witnett^ was by request Mr. Haz- 
ard appeared very remctant to cEamlne him close" 

Ijl ' , 

Jesse Brown, an adhering Mason, sworn in- full. 

Re^des in Cumberland, is a farmer. - I call myseU 

a Freemason. I have ^aken 3 degrees in St John's 

Lodge, thirty five years or more ago. 
^es. Do you know of any persoQ haviiig been 

made a Mason clandestinely ! 

Ans, I do not of my owb knowledge. I never 
saw one made. I have heardJt reported. It was 
the common report in Cumberland (hat one Joseph 
Follett, who lived in my neighborhood, had been 
Iftaaon olandattinel^f . Follett is now dead. 
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name ; I will not be quite positive that hie name 
' Was Adams. 

Ques, What became of Mr. Adams ? 

Ans. The ref^ort was that Adams sometime af- 
terwards took a vessel at Providence and went off- 
removed to the west with his family. Thinks this 
was within a few months after he liad made Follett 
a Mason. He was a transient man. It was said 
that Fellett was made a Mason clandestinely in 
Massachusetts. Adams^represented .himself aa a 
Mason. 

Ques. Did Follett |et into the Lodge after Ad 
ams made him a Mason ^ 
admission? 

Ahs, .They received Follett in the Lodge. I do 
not know wnether he paid hrs fee or not. He was 
not satisfied with the Masonry he got. He got sick 
of it himself, and came forward and was admitted 
to the' Morning Star Lodge in Cumberland in the 
legal way. ' 1 have sat in Uie Lodge with him. 

Ans. Where did yon understand Adams went to. 

Ques.It was some distance 1 heard AdamS was to 
move ?■ I wont be sure it was Ohio.. 1 have newer 
heard of him sinee He was rather transient. 

Ques. How did you know he had gone to Ohio ? 

/Ihs, I conversed with some of our Masonic breth- 
ren who told me that he had gone to the West, and 
they saw him go on board the vessel in Providence 
with his family ! He had been with us in the Lodge, 
and was some acquainted , and of course it would 
lead us to speak about himi was the occasion of the 
brethren telling me where he had gone. Witness 
does not know Caleb Sayles. 
^ Qiis#. Did you ever luiow or hear of Adams ma- 
king any other Mason ? . .^ - 

Ans, By report I heard that Adams made another 
Mason clandestinely besides Follett. I don't recol- 
lect who it was. It was not in my neighborhood. 
This circumstance was generally known in Cum- 
berland, by Masons, and I gueto other people tpo. 
It was not a very piivate thine;. J 

Qttet. Did you ever beat that Adams was called 
upon by any Lodge, for what he had done, or that 
Masons had any thing to do with his going away ? 

An*. I nerer knew that the Lodge in Cumber- 
land or any other J/>dge called upon Adams about 
this. Some of the members did. I understood sev- 
eral Masons conversed with him. 

Qpuis. What was the nature of the conversation ? 

Ans, Why, they asked him why he came to do 
eo« I understood he plead poverty, and wanted to 
set funds to move. I iiever heard that the Lodge 
had any thing to do with his going away, or-paid 
any thing for it. Said Adams did not visit the Lodge 
afller these transactions. This was more than twen- 
ty years aga.' 

Qmes. by, J. S. Harris, Have you not frequently 
•aid or thought there was something wrong about 
this so far as Masonry is concerned ? 

Ans, No farther than f have heard it said, Adams 
did wrong, in getting said Foilett's money. 

Ones. Did you ever hear or know that Adams ev- 
er suffered in consequence of making Follett a Ma- 
aton? 

Ans. I know nothing further than that the breth- 
ren talked with him about ft, and told him it was a 
.breach of his trust. Adams gave Follett three de- 
grees in one evening. 

[Mr. Simmons here asked if there were any more 
questions. The Committee proposed none and 
evinced no wish to inquire into tJie subject.] 

^uest by W. Harris. Have you ever heard any 
thing respecting a etrAUger that boarded with Fol- 
lett, and went away suddenly, %nd Mrs. Follett dis- 
* eovering blood on bis clothing. 

Ans. 1 never did. The witness was here dis- 
missed. 
TssTiMoar of Bbhajah Waenkr— 522i2 Witness. 

Benajah Warner — ^sworn in full. Resides in Prov 



conversation, in which WarnV had said if a Meson 
communicated a crime to him, he should feel bound 
to keep it secret, and let others find it out. 

Witness* I had no sucli eonversation^ui that. We 
had a conversation about the obligation, Irat not in 
that way.' He never put that question to me; and I 
never answered it in that way. I asked him why^ 
he had renounced Masonry. He was a y^ung fellow 
that 1 felt an interest in. I had always heard him 
well spoken of, and I thought it would be an in* 
jury to him to renounce Masonry. I asked him 
why he fell back. He said that the obligations were 
Did be pay any fee for ] dangerou8,.e8pecially the higher ones. He said that 

there was such a thing as that Masons would up- 
hold one another in the higher degrees. I told him 
I believed no such thing ; and asked him if he found 
any thing ungentlemauly, or unchristian in the oh* 
ligations lie had taken ? It appeared that he signi- 
fied I was right in the lower degrees, but in th'e 
higher degrees which we had not taken, one Mason 
was bound to uphold another, let him do what he 
would. I told him 1 did not believe it. It did not 
look consistent with the other degrees. He said ho 
had a book that would convince me. I told him I 
did not believe the book. It was not consistent, i 
talked with him out of friendship. He was a young 
man, and had no one to help him. 1 told himi 



"Cheught his seceding from Maaonry would injure 
him. I thought he had taken a miff, and- that in* 
stead of injurmg others he would injure hidaself. I 
hfd always heard a good name of him. before, from 
a child. He was much liked. 

Quel, by W. Paine, Jr. H6w did you consider it "* 
would injure him to secede from Masonry, especial- 
\y as you say you had always heard a goo^ name of 
him before f ' 

• Ans. 1 considered that he would say things that 
he ought not to, and would lose the confidence of 
Masons— not only of them, but all judicious men. \ 

Question by W, Paine' Jr. What character did Mr. 
Prentice bear among Masons, after he seceded > 
[The witness did not answer this question.] 

Question by the samo. Did you swear in your 
Master Mason*s oath, to keep the secrects of a 
Master Mason, when committed to you, mu rder and 
treason excepted ? " 

Witness hesitated. Mr. Hazard read that part of 
the R. Island oath to him. Witness admitted he 
had sworn via : "to keep a brother's secrets as my 
own when committed to roe, as such, murder and 
treason not accepted.* 

Question from the same. Well, then, does riot 
the ezpreseion, <<murder and treason excepted 
show that no other secret, hvLi murder and tre'asorf, 
is allowed to be disclosed, when communicated by 
one Mason to another, as such.' By murder and 
treason being only excepted, ate not all other crimes 
included? Please explain how you reconcile this 
with keeping your Masonic oath, and being a good 
citizen. 

[The witness did not appear prepared with any 
explanation. There was a short pause, whereupon 
Mr. Hasard said it was the hour appointed for the 
funeral of some person, and the Committee would 
adjourn till 3. o'clock.] 

Friday Afternoon. The committee met, and 
called Benajah Warner again, who appeard te have 
been provided with an answer to the interrogation. 

Ans, I do not consider this part of the obligation 
bmding me to keep secret any crime, committed by 
a brother Mason, as a crime.. • 

QiteHion by the same. If a Mason should com- 
mit a secret to you on the five poinU of felloivshh), 
which was a crime against the Uws of the State, 
should you reveal that secret before you had made 
it known to the Lodge ? 

Asw. J should not. 

[This, witness afterwa.tda ^v«c^^;Vk^ «b.vR\%^X . 

3 _ ^^ 
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QttMftVyt by (A« same. What, tlien, ia meant by 
keeping a brother'^ secreta P '"t 

Jins. Why, what he promises to keep. , If a bro- 
ther communicates a secret to another brother, if 
he is a wan of honor he will, keep it; but he is not 
\bound to receive 'such a secret. His Masonic obli- 
gation does not bind him to receive anj secret that 
IS unlawful. I conceive for myself, that it does ^ 
not. I don't know how it is considered. 

[IC?^ This is a yaluable distinction. He is not 
obliged by his oath to receive a secret, revealing a 
crime, but if ^ does reeeive it, he must then keep 

it.] 

Charles Pearls, 2Sd Witness, (Introduced 
by the Treasurer of the £nc&mproent, Moses Rich* 
ardsou.) 

(Question proposed by him. Did you ever hear 
Abraham Wilkinson say,^ that there had been 500, 
more or less, murders committed in Providence Ma- 
' konic Hall, or P.awtucket? 

^ns. Last summer, S. S. Southworth and A.Wil- 
kinson, were talking by the Market House. A 
large collection was' present in the street. They 
^ere conversing on Masonry. Mr. Southworth 
pointed to St. John's Lodge, and asked Mr. Wilkinson 
how many murders he supposed had been commit- 
ted in that Lodge. His answer was, shaking his 
finger, more than five hundred, you puppy. He 
said it in an ironical way, and raised a considerable 
laugh. They both appeared to be excited. 

Ques^ by Mr. fVilki7ison. Do you know th)it 
Mr. Wilkinson saw him point to the Hall ? 

Mas. I cannot say that he did. They were both 
facing each other. 

Ques. Qid not my answer apply to the Institu- 
tion .' 

Jins. 1 do not know how others understood it. I 
Uiulerslood it as applying to Masons. 

24th Witntss. 

BuKRiNQTON Anthoky, introduocd by Moses 
Richiirdson, for the- same purpose. To the same 
. question answers — 

I was coming out of Mr. Searlo's office, some- 
time ago. I am ashamed to be called to tell the 
story now, and should not if I had not supposed I 
was cpmpelled to come upon the summons of the 
Comtuitlee. I heard loud talk in the street, and 
went to the market window. Mr. Wilkinson and 
Mr. Southworth were conversing- with warmth 
upon the subject of Masonry. The 'Only words I 
lecullect were, Southworth said how many do you 
think have been murdered in this Hall ? 

Mr. W. replied to it very quick, and rather in a 
passion, five hundred,yon puppy. I didiiot under« 
utand that hfr intended to convey the idea that he 
believed five hundred persons had been murdered 
there. 

[It was here suggested, that as this expression 
of Mr. Wilkinson, was introduced as an offset to the 
justification of the murder of Morgan by Masonj, it 
nii<rbtbe that Mr. Wilkinson referred to the candi' 
dates who had represented Hiram, Jubela, Jubelo 
and- Jubelum and been murdered in the ceremonies 
in that Hall.J 

In answer to a question from Mr. Wilkinson, 
witness savs, I never heard him apply his opinions 
of the iir^iitutton to its member(> individually. 

[Mr. W. Paine Jr. here a»tated to the Committee, 
iiiHiiswortosOiue inquiry, that Mr. Moses Rich- 
anlson had iu his possession certain doings of the 
Grand Chapter ami I'^tcainpincnt in New Yoik, in 
1826, which were printed.] 

Uolh IVitnes^. 
Samuel Young was called by the Masons and 
swoin iu full Is a M-ison. Questioned by Mr. Haz- 
aid if he liud ever heard any reports about a Mason 
bemg muidcred.' , - ^ • * 

. ,Jm>: yen. Two years ago there was a report 

preva/eoi in this town, thMt there wsLsa. m^n mur- 

<^ejedijjSt. John'a Hail, of the mn» of Smitii> 



Thomas or Thomas H. Some one was relating 
this story to Anson Patter, and considered there 
was no doubt of it. I have understood it to be the 
same man Thacher alluded to, as having been mur- 
dered in St. Johns Lodge. 

[JVoXe. This is entiraly a mistake. Mr. Young 
in his zeal to clear Masonry, bad brought up a new 
and suspicious case, of which Antimasons had nev- 
er heara before.] • 

Witness. It ^ie six or seven years ago he went 
off. Mr. Truesdell said he was in debt and run off. 
Judge Tourtellot (a mason) said he saw him in 
Cincinnati. 1 was acquainted with the ^ife of 
Smith, and I never heard her say or intimate Uiat 
her husband was murdered. She said he had gone 
off and absconded. I never talked much with her 
about it, because I considered it a delicate subject. 

In answer to Question by request. Has no rea- 
son for saying, this was the man alluded to by Mr. 
Thacher and others as. having been murdered in 
St.' John's Hall. He supposes it must be, ^as it is' 
the only man he ever heard it talked, about as hav- 
ing been murdered there. I never heard it intima- 
ted that any other person was murdered m St. 
John's Hall, and I di'cw the inference from that, 
that .Smith wa9 the man alluded to by Mr. Thacher 
and others. Said Smith resided in Xriocester m 
this State. I never heard Smith's wife say that her 
husband had been summoned before the Lodge. 

Mr. Moses Richardson was here called upon to 
be sworn. He declined; said be had an objection 
to be examined, to be wire-drawn by people on the 
other side of the table, (meaning -Antimasons.) He 
would not eubmit to it. The Committee waived 
his examination, and said they should take hold of 
the Masons tomorrow. — Adjourned. 

Saturday, December 17. 

Thomas Truesdell, of Providence, affirmed. 
[2Gth IVUness.Ji 

la not a mason. Has heard mention made that it 
was supposed Thomas Smith was made way w4th, 
in St. John's Hall. . He heard such a report last 
winter— about a year ago. Knew Thomas Smith 
well. In 1821, in February, lie started to come to 
Providence, from Glocester ; and the report came 
in town that he was robbed and made way with by 
robbers. There was a considerable inquiry made 
for him, and it was reported his horse and wagon 
were foui^d in Cranston or Johnston. The supposi- 
tion, after this, was that he had gone to Ohib. He 
was owing my firm about $500. , We sent our ac- 
countaout to a Mr. Drown, in Louisville. I never 
heard from Smith, till Mr. Wilder, a partner of 
Judge Toqrtelloi, (a msson) returned from Ohio. 
He said he had seen Thomas Smith, in New-Or- 
leans. He said tie did not speak to him. Smith 
turned off when he approached him^ but he was 
sure it was he. I heard nothing more of him tilt 
this fall, when I a^iked Judge Tourtellpt if he had 
seen him, mentioning the excitement there was 
about Smith. He said he had not; but that Smith 
had been in the neighborhood of Cincinnati, about 
30 miles from there, with an acquaintance of Tour- 
t«llot's, as said Tourtetk)t was informed by a friend. 
Said Tourtellot is a mason. 

Qtus. Did Smith owe other debts, to inouce him 
to go off.' 

^ns. i believe not ; ours was the main debt. I 

have heard it repeatedly reported that he was made 
way with. 

Injreply to a question, says~ 

lHont know whether tiris was the man Mr. 
Thacher alluded to or not. 

ques. Did you ever hear from your correspon- 
dent or any other source, what became of Smith ^ 

Ans, No. Mr. Wilder camq the nighesl to him 
of ariy person I ever knew. 

Witness has never he^rd any report of any other 
person having he«i\n\wvd«\ed ia Si. JoKu's H^Uot 
any other Lodge tn l\ie ^V^ie» W\. ^vavCU. 
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Rat Potter — sworn— cilled by the Coromittee. 

[^Ith yUness.} 
Resides in PawtbckeL la a clergrymen. Has 
taken one degree in masonry. Does not consider 
himself a inasouT now. Mr. Tbacher called on wit- 
ness some time ago, in September or October 1831. 
He shewed me a letter from a man in Maine or New 
Hampshire, relative to the account of the murder of 
a mason in tlie Lodge in Khode-I:<landr 1 heard 
Mr. Tbacher read the letter, and also saw it, except 
' the name of the writer. The writer enjoined se- 
crecy as to bis name. The author of tho letter 
Slated that the ^ame of the man who was made a 
mason, illegally, was Delton C. Smith, a brother-in- 
law of Caleb Sayles, who now resides in New-York, 
and has an older brother residing in Glocester, R. I. 
The writer of the letter said he had forgotten the 
name of the person who made Smith a ma^on, and 
wished to learn his name. The tfansacnon was 
f, about thirty years ago. The writer of the letter 
lived in this Stale formerly. I presume Mr. Thach- 
er did not intend that I should know the name of the 
writer.' Me had been requested not to give the 
r name. The man had written him in consequence 
of the statement he had,scen in a newspaper. Her 
. formerly resided in Uhode-lsland, and he wrote as 
^ if the circumstances wero once ^imiliar to him. Mr. 
^ Thacher called on me, to preach for me. in the 
! course of that call, 1 inquired ol him relative to ihe 
^ statement be had made, and he shewed me tlie let- 
, ter. The writer aiisignod as the reason for not hav- 
. ing his name made public, that ho did not wish to 
get into the excitement. 

Ques by Mr. Hazard. Did Mr. Thacher intimate 
I to you any other facts and circumstances than those 
you have here stated, aboUt the murder.' * 

Jins. He st&ted the conversation between him and 

Mr. Saylcs, the same as has been published in the 

- papers. I have not beard that Mr. Thacher ever 

made this letter known. 

' Ques. by Mr. Simmons. From all you found in 

' that letter, and all that Moses Thacher added to it, 

did you oome to the conclusion and believe that any 

' such murder as was by said Tiiacher, or the writer 

of the letter, hinted at or alluded tu, h&d evcrbeen 

committed ? 

^ns. I have not come here to insinuate that the 
Grand Lodge, or any other person, has committed 
xnunter I have not come to such a oonclosion. 

Ques. Have you ever before spoken of the facts 
and circumstances here alluded to : have you done 
so frequently and publicly ? 

.^ns. Yes : 1 have a number of limes today, and 
before-. 

Ques When you have related these circumstances 
have you expressed an opinion decidedly ? 

Ans. 1 have never expressed an opinion decidedly; 

but 1 hive had some stiiipicions and some fears that 

a ni order was eommittod, and 1 will give wty reasons. 

Que;. Will you tell the Committee what those 

fears and suspicions were .' ■ 

Ans. My reasons and suspicious were — in the first 
place, I knew tbu penally of the masonic obligation 
19 be deaths in case of revealing the secrets ; and if 
masons thought it right to annex sueh a penally, 
Ihey would of course think it right to inflict the 
penally, as it evidently appeared to me they did, in 
tlje case of Morgan ; and f think they arc not con- 
sistent unlesa they do it. These are tjie reasons for 
my fears and suspicions. 



By Mr, Simmons. Do you consider aq anonymous 
letter ought to be reqeived by any man as evidence 
in relation to so high a charge as murder ; especial- 
ly when the person who shews such a letter, is in 
soma degree commiVfed by inaking the charge, and 
19 to be benefitted by the contents of such a lettoi*, 
or the impression it may make ? 



tirely suppressed in lits report, wiOi unpardonable 
ijnfairness.] 

By Mr. Simmons. Was it not Mr. Thacher's' in- 
tention to corrotwratc or substantiule the charges he 
had made, and which have been referred to by 3;ou, 
by shewing you I hi:i letter ? 

Ans. 1 can't say what his intention was: Tasked 
him about his statement, and lie atlerwards sliewed 
me this letter. In consequeiure of that inquiry, Mr 
Tliacher produced i(, in the cour:$e uf the conversa- 
tion. . 

By Mr. Hazard. Did you and Mr. Thacher havo 
any convorsalion about the niurder itself, and about 
(he circumstance^ attending it ) and who probably 
committed the murder ? 

0IHS. I don't recollect that wq did — the conveiJ^a- 
lion soon ended — we wero^oon called to tea. 

(laes. Did you suppose Mr. Thacher put his 
thumb on the name in liie letter, for the purpose of 
concealing it .'* 

Ans. 1 uid : 1 have no doubt of that. 

Ques. Did you, notwiihstandiiig it was, concealed, 
endeavor to see-tlie name : what part of it di<i you 
see; and was you desirou.s ot secinirthe nauic ? 

Ans. 1 lookotl at it dcHgpcdIy, because I waH4e- 
sirous of seeing the nanic« and saw ihc chrisilinn 
name, but can't recollect il: it was not an ordinary 
name — it begiin with O, something like Orin. 

By the Committee. Did you muLe' any enquiry 
about this transaction ailer litis tiuie ? 

Ans. I did not; because 1 did hut know where to 
go. i knew if 1 went to tlic murderers thoy would 
not tell me. 

Witness took one degree in masonry in Pawtuck- 
et,'in this State ; and renounced it four oi* five years 
ago, soon after the abduction of Morgan. 

Witness continued a mason about five years. Dur- 
ing that time, he considered that the penalty <of vio- 
lating his maiionic obligation Was dcalh ; but did not 
reflect seriously upon it. Whon he did, he renounc- 
ed. He never entered a Lodge after the first time- 

[Mr. Hazard treated this respectalde witness with 
great har.shneK^ and gross insuH. He took the pa- 
per from Mr. Halle, and vvrote down the questions 
and answers to suit himself, continually muttering 
that the witness had come there to charge respecta 
ble witnesses with murder, and he would see tha* 
they were protected. 

Mr. Potter replied with perfect propriety and 
calmness, that ho.did nol come there I0 accuse any 
person or persons of murder. That Mr. Hazard 
liimself had called him, and put questions to him, 
which he had answered, -under his oath, to the best 
ot his knowledge and belief. That ho v^as not res- 
ponsible to Mr. Hazard or any other man for bis 
opinions, the grounds of wliicb he had frankly sta- 
ted, and that he considered himself, entitled as a 
witness, before a committee of the Honorable Leg" 
islature of Rhode Island to decent treatment.] 

Mr. Hazard — in" great anger. There is your de- 
position. Sir; it will speak for itself. 

Mr. Potter. If it is correciiy staled, itis all I wish 
to speak for me. 

Mr. Hazard. Very well, Sir; we shall see. 
' The Couiinittue here adjourned until Saturday 
morning, in a state of very considerable excite- 
ment, and unusual spirit on the part of tho Chair- 
man, f 

TjESTiMONif OF Caleb Sayles — 2Slh Witness, 

I Saturday Dec. 17.— [Mr. Sayles cither presented 

himself voluntarily or had been sent for by tho Ma- 



sons, by express, and made his appearance evidently 
for tlie purpose of contradictinv Mr. Thacher] 

Caleb SayteSf of North Wrentham, Mass. a Ma- 
son sworn to answer questions. . ' 
' By the Committee* Have you seen a statement in 
the newspapers, published by Kcv. Moses Thacher^ 
which relates a CQiiN^\va.>Jtov\ ^\!l\\ Vvk Xw^a:*^ >ai*'^^ 
Ans. I should think not. I h^ve referred to the\^\ac%^%lNift%U'5ov\t*%\K%\\^\\\\\\^^^^«.^^'«^^a^^^**^^ 
letter as pwot ot the name of the person made ^ ma- \ vlut ol a hvau \u 'e>V« ^o\\\>;^i W^X^^'cA \^ wi^\t»Si»5w 

1.1 he lifit part o( iiisaxiswer Mr. Hoile has ea- \ a»w. lYxvi^^wn VVi^^^^^-^^"^ v^^^"^^ 
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lie ha3 aJJed to it. 1 havciiublished a rnpljr to said 
Thicher's slatement in tho Maaouic Mirror, Boston, 
which is. correct. 1 never heard the .name of the 
pernon supposed totiave been put out of the way by 
the Lodfije. I am a Freemason. Have taken some- 
thii^g like 25 ur 26 decrees X took the three first 
in AVatertown, New York, I took all- the other de- 
i;refs in Rhode Island, except some ineflfable de- 
crees. The statement read to me is the one pub- 
lished in the Mirror, and is substantially true. in eV" 
ery respect. I have made inquiries but have never 
been'able to find out the name of'tlie person said to 
have been murdered. I heard during tliis examina- 
tion that his name was Smith. My brother in law 
Delwin Smith, told me the circumstances about the 
murder, soine dozen years since. He then lived in 
Watertown, New York. I do not know whether he 
' 'Is now living or not. Have nut heard fi[om him* 
•ince 

By Mr, Jffazard. At the lime ef your conver- 
sation with Mr. Thacher, what reply did he make. 
Did he express any opinion favorable oi unfavorable 
(o Masonry, or any belief in the story. Did he 
signify any intention of leaving the Fraternity .' 

jSns, I don't recollect whether Mr. Thacher made 
any reply or not, when 1 made the communication 
> to him, or whether, he expressed any opinion favora- 
ble or unfavorable to Masonry, or intimated any in- 
tention to leave the fraternity. I think be did not^ 
for if he had I think I should iremember it. I have 
bad no conversation with him on this subject, since 
that time. I do not recollect what reply he made if 
any. 

By W, Painty Jf. What led to this eonversa- 
lion, and under what ciroumstances was it intro- 
duced ? 

Jins, I da not recollect what led to this conversa- 
sation. 1 and Mr. Thacher were in a chaise togeth- 
er at the time. 

By the same* Did you know that Mr. Thacher 
was a Mason, at the time you made this communi- 
cation to him f 

Ana, Yes, sir. 
I By the same. What was your motive in ' making 
this communication ? 

«/J»*. After a pause — Why to give him informa- 
tion of that circumstance, eonnecUd with the M&r- 
^ gan affair ! That was my only motive ! 

Quetf. ' Haye you ever assij^ned any other rea- 
son? 

Ans, \ havo not as I recollect, other (han as stated 
4D my ptxblication. 

J. 8. Harris proposed a request in writing, that 
.ibe questions put by Mr. Thacher to Mr. Sayles, in , 
liiB •omoiunication, might be pUt to the witness. — 
The communication ofMr., T. from the Boston Tel- 
^raph, was then read, containing these queries. — 
The Masonic M^cror was also handed in, and Mr. 
•Sayles referred to his reply to these queries. 

Mr. Haile said the reply was a long one. Does 
It answer these interrogatories ? 
, Witness said it did. It took them into view. 

Mr. Haile asked if that was satisfactory. 

Mr. Harris said be should like to have fiit ques- 
lions pot end answered. 

Mr. Hazard complained about giving "the Com- 
mittee trouble. 

Mr. Sayles said perhaps they had better read bis 
xeply. 
. Mr Haile assented and commenced reading, 
when Mr Sayles said that was not the communca- 
tion. 

Mr Hazard became quite angry. He said they 
irouhl put questions that conae from the four quarters 
of the globe . 

Mr Harris observed that the questions were i>e- 
finre him id pilnt. 

Mr Hazard. What sort of a question is that .> 
Wrj't0 St dowo, Mr. Haih, tmd annex the newspa- 

Tlie folhwiag JnterrogntaiieM were then put to 



witness, from the Boston Free Press of October id, 
1831, referring to Wve story Mr Sajles told to Mr 
Thacher, respecting the murdet of a mason in R. 
Island : 

1. Did you relate, the same story to other ma- 
sons, besides members of St. Alban*8 Lodge ? 

Answer. 1 did relate the same story to other 
members of St. Alban's Lodge. 

2. Did you, or did you not, as lata as the 
Spring of 1829, relate the same story to a mason 
who was not a member of St. Albau*s Lodge ? 

Ans.^ In 1828 I did relate the same to a mason 
not a member of St. Alban*s Lodge. 

To each of the followhig interrogatories witness 
replied, *4 shall answer that in the negative,'* viz: 

3. Did a freemason, who was a Knight Templar ,in 
1829, ask you in substance if it was intended that 
masonic penalties should be execjuted, in case the 
oath of secrecy were' violated ? and, 

4. Didyou give your opinion in the affirmative ? 

5. Did you give this as a reason, "tbat masonic 
law was older than civil law ?" 

6 Did you give this mason to understand, that 
you would be willing to assist in executing the 
masonic penalty upon a, violator of bis oath of se- 
crecy ? / . 

7. Did you bring the Grand Lodge of R. Island 
as authority, by relating-substantially the same sto- 
ry, with which you say, in 1828, you "had pre- 
cipitately alarmed your brethren ?*' 

By the Committee. Did you ansjyer the communi- 
cation of Mr. Thacher, containing these interroga- 
tories ^ 

Ans. 1 did in the Masonic Mirror of Oct. 12. 

Mr. Hallett here reminded the Committee that 
t)iis witness stated be bad taken 26 degr^s, and an 
opportunity offered of ascertaioipg the oaths of the 
higher degrees, if the Committee wished tp devel- 
ope the truth. The Committee evinced no di.opo- 
sition to make the inquiry. The following ques- 
tion was handed to them and put: 

Have you ever taken tlie degree of Illustrious 
Knight of the Cross ' 

Witness wished to have the book to look at. — 
Bernard's Light was banded him, and af)er reading 
the oath attentively and a considerable pause, be 
laid it down, saying'in an under tone, he did not 
know as he had. The Committee l^t it pass. The 
oath of this degree contains the obligation to do- 
range the business of a seceding masQU. tfnd hold 
him up as a vagabond whej-ever he may go. Mr. 
Sayles had apparently practiced so thoroughly on 
this principle, in his treatment of Mr. Thaohef, that 
considerable anxiety was felt to ascertain if be bad 
ever taken this oath. The Committee, however, 
discoiintenanced the inquiry. 

Mr. Hatl^t said, — he had supposed tbat if any 
Mason were sworn here, who had gone higher than 
the Knight Templar's degree, the committee would 
of course endeavor to ascertain the oaths of those 
higher degrees. 

The Committee did ^ot regard the suggestion, 
and the witness was dismissed. 
Testimony of Barney Meiiry. Pnst Graho 
■ Master— [29CA Witneim.'] 

[Mr: Merry was Grand Master of Rhode Island 
from 1828 to 1831, and was regarded as among the 
most intelligent and influential masons of the State. 
He may therefore fairly be supposed to be as capa- 
ble of explaining masonic oaths and principles, as 
any adhering mason can be. We invite' particular 
attention to bis testimony:] 

Mr. Merry was called by Masons for the purpose 
of contradictinff the deposition of William Harris, 
viz: tbat he, Harris, heard Merry say, " that if 
Morgan bad revealed the secrets of maf«wy. be 
deserved bis fate." [See ante page 88.] 

[Mr Hazard was absent, Mr Simmons presided.] 

Barney Merry t of North Providence, Mannfac- 
turer, awtrn to an«N?er %U ancb qrihstions as may 
beputtobisa. 
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By Mr, HaiU, Do you recollect the conTersa- 
tlon imputed to vou by TVilliam Harrif ^ 

Jlns, 1 do not. I have tried, but cannot bring 
any sach conversation to my mind. , I never bate 
i/«&6arafe/y justified the murder of Morgan, at any 
time to my recollection, or the conduct of those 
masons who were concerned in- that transaction. 

By Walter Paine Jr. Did you not take in the 
Xnight TempTar's degree an obligation called the 
fifth Ubationf If so, is it not considered, and so 
explained by Masons of that degree, to be the seal 
of all your former obligationS| administered in the 
institution ? 

The witness did not answer. The sealed obliga- 
tion was read to him as follows : 

" This pare wine Intake from this cup, in testi- 
mony of my belief of the mortality of the body, 
and the immortality of the soul, and as the sins 
of th<s whole world were laid upon the head of 
our SaviouTf so may the sins of the person 
whose sktUl this once was, be heaped upon my head 
in addition to my own, .and' may they appear in 
judgment against me, both here and hereafter, 
should I violate or traivgress any obligation in Ma- 
sonry which 1 Kave heretofore taken, take at *this 
time, or may hereafter be instructed in, so help me 
Gbd- Drinki the wine." ' [See ante page 49.] 

The question as proposed by Mr. Paine, was 
again put to witness, who continued to hesitate. 

AnS. I SHALL DCCI^TNE ANSWSRINQ IT ! 

- [CoMMSkT. This Past Grand Master had just 
taken the following eivU oath : '^I swear to make 
true answer to aUsuch questions as may be asked 
me, touching the matter now under investigation, 
ao help me God !"] 

By Mr, Haildt^ DiH ^oa take the obligation I 
have read to you ? 
' Jins, I did not take that obligation. . 

[Note the quibble ! Witness first deelifled to an- 
swer at all. He then denies that he took the obli- 
g(ftion, because he and other masens do not consider 
the fifth libation as a masonic obligation. The truth 
of these words Is admitted by two preceding wit- 
nesses [see ante pages 49, 65.] 

By. Joseph S. Cooke, present Grand Master and 
successor to the witness. Pid you ever take any 
obligation which you thought would conflict with 
your moral or sotiial duties .' 

,^ns. I did not. 

By Wm- Harris. Did you not, in this Court 
HoDse, say to me, after I had given my evidence, 
that if you did make such a declaration, it inust have 
been in reference to the oaths in Masonry f 

Ans, I had jsome conversation about your evi- 
dence, and told you I oould not recollect any such 
declaration ; that if I ever made it, it must have 
been under an excitement, produced by some un- 
reaaonable charge against Masons. 

By the same. Have you at any time visited the 
JLiOdges as Grand Master, to explain tbe oaths or ob- 
ligations, and induce them not to give np their 
charters ? Please explain the object of^suoh visits? 

Jtns. I never have visited the lodges for tbat 
parpoee^ except at the elections, 

[The words in italics Mr. Haile has suppres«ed. 

Bv the same. Have you ever as Grand Master 
rttceived any Masonic communication from the 
Grand Lodges in other Statesi or their officers, and 
if sOk what was their import f 

Jins. I never have as an individual. The Grand 
Lodge has never, while I was Grand Master, re- 
ceived any communication, except on the election 
of officers and masonic maUeirs. The communi- 
cations are on file and may be seen by the Com- 
mittee. Some of them are very lon^ . 

[Mr. Haile has misrepresented this answer. The 
Committee never took any measures to get at these 
very long commu nidations. A question was here 
presented in writing, how long the witness had 
bisen Grand Master. The Committee took no«no- 
fie# of it, leaving it to be inferred that Mr« Mtny 



was Grand Master during the Morgan outrage.— '^ 
This was not so. He was not Grand Master till 
182$. Richard Amhony was Grand Master in 1826, 
27, and it is worthy remark, that though be lived, 
within four mile*, the Committee refused two spe- 
cial requests in writing to summon him and exam- 
ine him touching his knowledge of the Morgan 
murder, derived from masonic bodies in New York I 

B, F. HaUett here handed a question in writing 
to Mr. Haile. Mr. Haile hesiated. Mr. Simmons 
was then sitting at the stove, at a distance from 'the 
table. Moses Richardson (Treasurer of the Grand 
Encampment) observed tne quesUion, ahd went and 
spoke to Mr. Simmons, who rose and resumed bis 
seat at the table, and looked at the question. Messrs. 
Simmons, Haile and Sprague were the only mem- 
bers of the Committee present. , Mr. Sprague 
thought the question ought to be put. Mi. Sim* 
mons objected to the^first part of it, which was in 
these words : "A charge from Webb's Monitor ha» 
repeatedlv been read to eeceding Masons, in the 
course of this investigation, by the Committee, at 
the request of Masons.** 

Mr. Simmons refused to piit the question, ff it 
stated that this charge had been read to seceders, at 
the request of Masons. He said be had road these 
charges himself in the Monitor long ago. * ' 

B. F, HaUett. That part is not material ; but it 1» 
a fact that this charge was shown to yoo by Moses . 
Richardson, a mason, and read to seceders, by hi». 
suggestion, in order tu show th« excellent princi- 
ples taught by masonry ; and it has been used for 
that purpose. We ^hink, therefore, as it is intro- 
duced to justify masonry, it ought to be explained^ 
if it has any bidden meaning. 

W. Paine, Jr. and A. Wilkinson said they had wit- 
nessed ithe fact stated by Mr. Hallett. 

Mr. Simmons appeared at a loss how tq proceed. 
He finally said he had no idea of putting a question 
that implied a censure of the Committee. 

Mr. Hallett said the truth ought to be no censure ; 
but rather than lose the question, he > ould strike 
out that part of it ; which he did-, and Mr. Simmon* 
passed the question to Mr. Haile. 

Mr. Haile — ^addressing the witness. |t is request-^ 
ed that I read to you from the charge to the master^ 
\n Webb*s Monitor. 

Mr. hallett. I have made ne such requeet I 
wish the questiona put, as thev arestated in wAting. 

Thereupoi^ Mr. Haile finally read these formida- 
ble qaestions, which had been subjected to so many 
objections. The questions were intended to be put 
in succession, the second after the first was answer- 
ed ; but Mr. Haile read them both at once, as if to 
give the witness ihe benefit of eeeing the whole 
ground, and that he might avoid a committal. 

1. Ques. A charge from Webb's Monitor, page 72,. 
has repeatedly been read, in the 'course of this iiK 
vestigation, by the Committee. In that charge, this 
sentence occurs : — "Be truM andfaUhfid and imitate 
the example of that celebrated Artist whom you tki^ 
evening represent.** Please explain the allusion 
and meaning of this part of said charge, and the na- 
ture 9nd object of the representation there alluded 
to, teith its reference to masonic penalties f 

2. Qusff. Please state whether the following in 
strnction, or the like, oceurt in one of the Lecture* 
of the master mason's degree referring to the same 
representation alluded to in the above charge, ad- 

jdressed to the candidate, viz: — 

«< Brother A. before we can proceed any farther * 
with vou in this solemn ceremony, it will be neces- 
sary n>r yon te travai, in order to convince the breth- 
ren of your fidelity and fortitude. In the course or 
your travels you may meet with ruffians who will en- 
deavor to extort from you the secrets of a Master Ma- 
son. Some will go" ae fkr Br. A. as even to threaten, 
to take your lifb, but yen tnuilV^^ ^'w^'w^^n^N^ 
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FchI toyoa; tliercfore on you* (irm fidelity and for 
litudc rest oiir liirllicr favors." 

^^IIS. 1 SHALL DCCMNK ANSWFHIXG THAT QUES- 



TION 



Mr. SpraguBj (of dirt rommittco.) Do you <le^ 
dine an«wormg the whole, or which part of the 
que.^tions ? ' , 

Arts, 1 decline answering the whole of it. 

[Mr. Hailo objected to writing; down these 
qucstionn a»»d auswers. lie complained that he had 
been put to a great deal of trouble. Mr. Hnllett 
\old him he w0uld save him the trouble by writing 
itiem himself, ralher than they should not go in the 
deposition. Mr. Haile finally assented, and Mr. 
Hallctt wrote then* on Mr. Mario'* minutes] 

Presetit Grand Maistcr Cooke^ proposed the fol- 
lowing question, which Mr. Simmons put at once, 
without showing it to any one but Mr. Haile. 

Do yon consider the question as alluding to ttiat 
p^rt of tho ceremonies which you do ^ot con- 
ti'H\er fnaterial lo the piiblidf as a reason why you 
decline answefing it." . 

j9as. I do. 

Mr. Simmons. You say then that the only reason 
why you decline answering this question, is, that 
the public have no interest in it f 
" Ans. T[ do. ^ ^ 

Mr. Haile. Can the masonic signs, ceremetties 
and secrets, in any way, directly or indirectly, af- 
fect the rignts or interest of any person, not a Ma** 

BOll.^ • ^ 

Ms- They cannot, to his injury, so faf as t am 
acquainted, neyer having had a case .of the kind 
over come to my knoWledjje. ' 

Bij B. F. Hallctt. If a Masoh is required to suffer 
his life to' be taken rather than have the secrets of 
Masonry extorted from him, Qught he not as a Ma- 
son to suffer imprisonment and denthf sooner than 
disclose tliese secrets, if called upon in a Court of 
Law, and compelled to disclose* them under his 
civil oath ? 

Ans. Afterappuse — Tbftt is supposing an extreme 
case. I don^t know as I can sfiy what a Mason ought 
to do in sueh a «iase. 

[Comlntnt. Here ie an illdstration of the obedi- 
ence to the civil Magistrate tanghtby Masonry. A 
Grand Master is doubtful whethei' a Mason ought 
not; to suffer imprisonment and fine, as Bruce und 
Whitney and others did, sooner thtLh\ testify (o the 
^ ^ruthy under z. civil baihy when required to do so by 
ihQcioU magistrate, provided that civil oath enjoins 
upon him the disclosure of any secrets of M.a9<>n9) o^ 
of Masonry, which he has sworn- over to* conceal 
"and never reveal ! The principle goes the whole 
length of making Masonic law superior to civil 
law. Mr. Haile saw this dilemma of the Grand 
Master, and came to bis aid with the following lead- 
ing question.] 

Mr. Haile. Can you conceive ot any possible case 
in which it would be the duty of a Court to require 
a Mason to reveal. his Masonic secrets or in 'which 
a refusal to make such disclosure could affect the 
rights or interests of any person, not a Mason ? 

To these words thus put into the mouth of the 
* witness would be of course answered JVo. , 

[Here we again have the assumption that a Ma- 
sonic witness, and not a Court of law, is to be the 
. Judge of what questions it is proper for him to ans 
wer as a Mason, in such Court !] 

B, F. Hallett. But suppose a jury should be ob- 
jected to in a trial, on a charge that Masonic signs 
had passed between him and the piLrty,orthat he 
could not stand impartial with his masonic oath,might 
. it not be necesstxy to call upon Masonic witnesses 
. to testify tvhat these signs and oaths were, in order 
to prove that they had heen u^ed in this case, or 



Ans. That is an extreme <!ase. I know noli 
about what a person might do. It would be le 
the Individual to decide. 1 cannot tt?ll what a 
son might do in such a. case. 

B. F. Hallett. What would yon da ? 

H'Uness — rather angrily. Jf the gentltmanvn 
to draw any ildng out of me, derogatory to the \ 
cipfes qfmifsonry, he will find hirnself mis^ka 
, By Grand Clmplaiti Frieze. If satisfied thai 
sonic secrets ijouflicjed with the duties ot a 
citizen, would not your obligations and- charge 
you understand themj require of yoQ to give bp 
secrets in obedience to your civil oath ? 

Ans, They would. 

[it wa.8 here suggested that this witness ha( 
fore sworn that his masonic obligations never i 
conflict with his' civil duties; and of course be 
er could be '* satii^fled,-' as a mason, that he( 
tobbey his civil oath, if it required. him to die 
what he had masonically sworn not to reveal] 

By Bk F. HaUf-tt. You appear lo be quite c< 
that masonic secrets cannoiaffeet those whoai 



mason.*!. 

If a mason, in a trial, were to gjvo the ma 
sign of distress to a masonic juror, and that jui 
induced thereby to favor him as a brother mas 
preference to the opposite party* not a mason^i 
not this secret of masonry, in stich n case, aife< 
rights ot those who are nut/masons ? 

Ans, That, Sir, is a curious kind of a que 
No juror, 3V ho was an bon^st man, would re 
sucn a sign. ^ . 

: Qjuestion by the same* But may not Ms 
signs and secrets be used by bad men, as a i 
uni of communication and concert, dangerc 
the rights of those who are not Masons? 
Ans. A bad man might do a great many tl 
Bi F. Hallett. Are not .many m&sons bad 
That does not answer the question. 

Witness. Well, Sir, I think not, if they acl 

the principles of Masonry. 

Mr. Haile. Hate y an ever known such a 

Witness. My answer is. Sir, that so far a; 

acquainted, they never have. ^1 do not kno\ii 

might be done by bad men. 

Mr. Sprague, (of tho Committee.) That 
an answer to the question. It is a very plaii 
' Mr. Simmons. YqU said before, that they 
not upon the principles of Masonry. Was n 
your meaning? 

Ans. Yes, that was my meanirig. 
Mr. Haile. Then you say you think that 3 
could not use the secrets and signs in that wa 
act open tho principles of Masonry . Is the 
meaning? 
Ans. It is. 

Mr. Sprague. Is not this- principle tau, 
Masonry, to suffer death rather than discla 
secrets? ^ 

Ans. It is not. 

Mr. Sprague, You say so in the Grand 
Address. 

Witness^ after a pause. I shotild wieh to 
that- answer. ** The words of tht oblig^Um 
use of that J but as to the principles of Maso\ 
eulctUing such a thing, I do not So under stan 

Questionfrom A. Wilkinson. Would not a 
on trial, have secret means of comnhipieati( 
a masonic judge or juror, which one not a 
could not have ? - 

Ans. 1 SHALL DECLINE A5SWSRHCG THA' 

Tioif ! ^ 

'. [A mason here spoke to the witness in a lo\ 
Witness thereupon ^id, <* I should prefer i 
ing, that question, I think.*' He t^en add 
never knew any such ca8e,it would not be li 
occur. "J 

(^Mi. Kalle ha« moida this witness say, in 



woafd bias the juror ? Under such circumstances 
, woa/d a JIfagon be Justified in withholding this im- \ ^ ^^ <\\ift%V\oii ^\vc>\\\et Ta^«w\t>j v«.vic\i^%' 
portaat evidence from the Court ? / ' \ dealVi raVVi^t \.Yv«cv ^\b^\q«q \\» *^^i\^x%^^* vm 
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dpiA if not at ali taugfht ia mMtjiiry-" (See page 
35, Hailds' minutes.) Mr. Merrj ha« involved 
himself in a most extraordinary contradiciion here. 
He swears that no such principle as this is ineulcat> 
•d by Masonry, toifuirer death rather than disclose 
Masonic secrets. In June, 1831, the Grand Lodge 
of R. I. published an Address to the people, which 
is Bignisd Barnsy Murry, Gramd Master, It is to 
be i^erred, that Mr. Merry read this address, be- 
Ibre signing it. It contains the following) page 5. 
" No penalty recognized by a Mason, involves 
any other principle than that of self-devotion. The 
instance .of John A. Gustos may serve as a noble 
example. The cruel tortures of the* Spanish In- 
quisition were insufficient to extort from him the 
secrets of Masonry. He would have suffered death 
as an honorable man, rather than violate his integ- 
rity. This every Yiuuon, and we add every man, 
is in honor bound to do. A mason, like a ChrisUm, 
promises to bs faithful unto death, but gives no 
right to take his life for infidelity." 

To the same point is the charge from Webb's 
Monitor! page 72 which this sahie witness admit- 
ted U>i be correct^ viz: ' Be true and faithful, and 
imita e the example of that celebrated Artist whom 
yon this evening represent.' This Artist was Hi- 
ram Abiff; whosuffiBred death, as Masonry teaches, 
rather than disclose the secrets of Masonry. Grand 
Master Merry had enacted this resurrection farce 
perhaps an hundred times, to teach a Master Mason 
that he should suffer death rather than disclose the 
secrets of Masonry; and yet on his civil oath he 
swears, that ^*stich a principle is not at all tauglU 
in Masonry /' *, 

In August, 1831, Barney Merry signed a second 
AddrOBS. of the R. I. Grand Lodge to the people. 
He feheitt says, «< the true form is, <' binding my- 
self to suffer thus and so, rather than I would vio- 
Ute, &c.*' '< It is so understood in all our Lodges." 

Again. ^ A mason is understood as pledging 
himself to be faithful to his trust, even to death:' 

And yet, swearsihis same Grand Master, whose 
signatttre is placed to the above declarations, /^^u^'' 
a principle is not atoll taught in masonry /' Can 
there be presented a more palpable and direct con- 
tradiclion? Such is the influence of the *< principles 
taught in masonry*' upon the minds of men who 
pass in society for upright, respectable and unim- 
peachable citizens !] 

Testimony or Henrt Lord. — ^29th Witness. 
' I have taken something like fifteen or sixteen de- 
grees. The higher degrees I took in Norwich, Con. 
of J. L. Cross. I took the degrees in regular order 
to Royal Arch ; I was then made a Select and Roy- 
al Master, Perfect Master, Roman Eagle, and Med- 
iteranean Pass. 

^estion by the Committee, Do you recollect the 
conversation with Mr. J. A. Kent, relative to justi- 
fying the murder of Mo^an ? 

Ans^ He bore upon me one day quite h&rd, in re- 
lation 'to the subject, and I thought it deserved a 
reply, because I had found out that said Kent was 
an antimason.' I told him he did not know that Mor- 
gan was dead; and if he bad been murdered that it 
was done by low masons; but I never uttered the 
expressions attributed to me by Kent. I cannot re- 
member the convorsation alluded to, so as tpstate it. 

By High Priest Cranston, Has not said Kent 
Upent most of his time in abusing masons ? 

Ans, His whole theme was abuse. 

Jn answer to a question from J. S. Harris,-*- 

At the time I took the degree of Mediterranean 
Pass; I took it with the officers ot Com. Decatur's 
ship. At that time we were at war with theAli^e- 
rines, and this pass it wap thought) would benefit 
those who might fall into their hands. I do not 
know how it wonld benefit them. It appealed to 
be the ebjeet of the ^fegjree (o get releu«d fiom 
prioon, should I bo so situated. 

Oraod Msstor Cookt here said, it wOw}d be ben- 



eficial to soflen the barbarous treatment towards^ 
priioaers. ^ 

The Committee made no inquiries, as totjie higli- * 
•r degrees the witness had taken. 

Note." 
In a former pari of this Report allusion hasj)esn 

made to the dawarrantable proceeding of the ma- ~ 
jority of the Committee, in permitting Masonic wit- 
nesses to take the interrogatories heme witli them, 
and write out at their leisure, such answers as the^ 
might think best calcultXed to evade.a thorough ex- . 
amination. This proceeding is, the more exctip* 
tionable, from the partial relation i u which these i 
witnesses stood, they being, in fact,. parties to the 
investiga.ion, and their personal reputation, as .welj 
as the reputation of Masonry, depending upon their 
answers. Under such circumstances, it was not 
in human nature to avoid taking advantage, of the 
peculiar privilege extended to them, of arranging 
their answers by consultations among themselves, 
and exerting all their ingenuity to evado making 
any disclosures that would implicate the Inlitittt<- 
tipn or themselves. The benefits of a cross exam- 
ination and unpremeditated answers to* questions, 
were thus entirely lost to the public. No sueh 
privilege was extended to the witnesses who testi- 
fied against the Institution. They were required 
to answer alNorts of questions upon the spur of the 
moment, without deliberation or consultation. . 

-Neither were the majority of the Committee sat- 
isfied with even this partiality to Masonic witnesses. 
In several instances they have admitted into their 
published minutes, letters, from Masons without 
any formality of oaih attatched to them. In others 
they have allowed e Mason to give his deposition, 
and to interlard it with affidavits. 4aken by his sug- 
gestion from' other adhering Masons. Unattested,. 
certificates ef pretended charitiable disiribntions 
have also been published, without any explanation 
or autlientication, while, at the same time, tho 
Committee resolutely refused to make any inquiry 
into the amouni of funds, and the appropriation of 
those funds. 

In one instance, the majority of the Committee 
have gone even further than this.. Abraham Wil« 
klnson and -William Harris, two unimpeachable 
witnesses, testified to certain threats made by Sam- 
uel £. Gardner, Master ^of a Lodge, to deter Mr 
Wilkinson from giving his countenance to the es- 
tablishment of an Antimasonic Press. (Ante pp. 
83, 34.) This Mr. Gardner was present at the time 
one or both of these witnesses gavo their testiinony, 
and on the last day of tho examination, he was in 
the room where the investigation was going on^ 
for several hours. Every member of the Commit 
tee knew him, and several, if not alPof them, con- 
versed with him. Yet no attempt was made to put 
him under oath, uor was he asked publicly lor any 
explanation of the testimony against him. 

The inference of course, was that he could neith- 
er deny or explain it. Nevertheless, we fiud in 
1 the ^^b\V«\i«d t%vwX ^V ^^ . Vi^awtS % \w%«S.\v^^^> 
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CommUtee, &c. for th« purpose of invefttigftting th« | ce^dingi^ they tUn b« m^t, in any form in which 
cbargef against Fraemasoopy.'- The letter com 



mencai thus : f'.Gentlenian, I should not presume 
to trouble you, were it not for the fact, that iFy 
name has been niade use of by Messrs. Wilkinson 
^nd Harris, in their examination before you, in 
Providende. That only uiiust bfe my apology for 
trespassing on your time, by stating the conversa- 
tion I bad with, them." 

' Now as the examination of Messrs. Wilkinson 
and Harris had not been published^ it is evident 
that Mr. Gardner must either have heard it, or tbat 
' it was handed to him by the Committee in order tp 
get him to draw up some counter statement. He 
did not venture "to trouble the Committee** with a 
statement on oath, which he might have made 
with half the trpable he wrote this letter. Even 
fhia statement, prepared evidently so as to evade 
the reaponsibility of an bath, and at the same time 
enable the Cbmoiittee to use it as contradictory 
testimonyi, does not deny, but confirms the threat. 
Mr. Gardner admits that when Mr. Wilkinson in- 
formlsd him he had subscribed to the stock of a 
free press, he, Gardner, told him *'it was the worst 
bosiness he ever undertook, and that he could not 
diteover the hand that might injure him, or words 
to that import." Mr. Gardner adds } <*Mr. Wilkin- 
son said in reply, greatly agitated, My God ! am I to 
h^ve my throat cuf^ and f oot know it?*' This re- 
ply shows how Mr. Gardner^s threat was uoder- 
. stood, and how be meant it should be received, 
for he says in hia letter, the conversation hero 
ended. \< 

Such are the subterfuges te which an honor- 
ble Committee of an honorable Legislature have 
resorted, to palliate and explain away the force of 
the testimony they were compelled to record against 
Masonry. 

On the one hand, in favor of Masonry; we find 
them furnishing witnesses with interrogatories to 
answer in writing at their leisure, and publishing 
letters and explanations not under oath, as if they 
constituted a part of the testimony. On the other 
hand, we find them suppressing some of the most 
essential parts of.the testimony of Masons and Anti-^ 

. mason.% against the institution, miitrepresenting 
their answers, and refusing (o publish in their mi- 
nutes the deposition of Jarvis F. Han^s, regular* 
ly swora to before a magistrates declaring that he 
was present at Jerosalcin Chapter No. 8, New 
York, when it was voted to pa^ $500 out of its 
funds, for the lelief of the kidnappers of William 
Morgan ! (Ante p. 26.) The committee also refus* 
ed to publish the communication made to them by 
WiUfam Sfirague, Esq. setting forth the allegations 

, against Mason#y, and the lacts and evidence by 
whieh they cmi Id be sustained. 

We take no pleasure in presenting this evidence, 
ef the utter violation of every principle of fairness 
end impftrtiality , wliieh governed the proceedings 
of this Connnittee, but it is due to the public that 
Ub4»7jJboiiJdhe xmde known. If the Committee, i 
or either of them, will deoy a eiikgle allegatieAV 
muie.ia ibit nport, tOQchmg ^vix t^ti\^tm of ptro-^ 



the truth ean be tested, and by individuali, lo 
all respects as responsible, and ae much entitled to 
credit as themselves. 

We have now gone through .with the testimonj 
uf every witness examined before th« CommittN 
in their investigation at Providenee, from the7ti> 
te the I7th of December. At the cloee of the ex- 
amination, on Saturday evening, about 10 o*clock, 
Mr. Hazard made an attempt to exhibit a show of 
fairness, by stating that the Cooimittee would meit 
again at Newport, aiid if any questions had ben 
omitted, which were at all important, they sbooM 
theQ be put. This, however, was impossible, u 
Mr. I^. wcllknew,beca«se the witnesse» to wbombe 
had refused to put questions, were residing 30 uiio 
from Newport, and would not be present at the ex- 
amination there ; and further to prevent the po» 
bility of any attempt to urge the rejected quqstiou 
at Newport, Mr. Hazard, (without any cossolUtioB 
with Mr. Sprague, one of the Comnuttee) ctOMd 
a notice to he published in the newspapters of Mon- 
day, December 19th^ signed by himself as Ciiiir- 
man of the Committee, in whioh he states that tl» 
Committee would meet at New port, on the 25t)t 
^i«t. when they would examine the witnesses vm- 
moned before them, on all matters, except thosen- 
lating to the forms t ceremonies^ secrets and vtyttt 
rtss of Kaiemasonrt 1 In other words, he woaid 
examine the witnesses upon such matters as the]f 
chose ! After this annunciation, ho further attempt 
was made to get at the truth, beyond an attendaooi 
on the part of Mr. Turner at Newport, as som 
check upon the gross partiality openly ezhibitedbf 
Mr. Hazard throughout the whole proceedings. 

The investigation at Newport was held by Mr. 
Hazard alone, witli the occasional presence of Mr 
Cornell. Another prirate and exparte examination 
was made by Mr. Huile, of masons in Warren, RI> 
A third (notified in sucb a manner as to escape the 
observation of Mr. Spiague, one of the Committee) 
was held in Providence, by Mr. Emmons, alone. 
The object of most of these eliminations was mere^ 
ly to receive written dissertations drawn up by mi* 
sons, in favor of their institution^ substituting their 
own epinioBs for facts. The only examination eo- 
titled to be consideied regular. Is that taken beiore 
the Committee at Providence, as above reported 
The minority examinations were all informal, and 
not entitled to equal consideration. There are, hoir* 
ever, several important points established and de> 
veloped, in those examinations, a summary of wfaie^ 
b will be presented » as ah appendix to tliis report^ 
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EXAMINATION AT NEWPORT, 

"^Mr. Haxard, Chairman of the Committee, holcl an 

i ntormal eiamination alone, at Newport, with the 

occasional attendance of Mr. Cornell^ another of 

the Committee, which was continued from Dec. 81 

to Januarjr 7(h.' It chiefl? coneisted of written 

a dissertationfi furni§hed by Masons in answer to 

^ questions which Mr. Hazard permitted them to take 

. privately, to|:ether with the examination of the 

TroTidence Masons, the answeta to which were 

LI agreed uoon in m regular Lodge meeting pravious 

q to tlieir heing handed in to the Committee ! Such 

concerted and premeditated evidence, cannot he en- 

^titled to muclucredit, as a full development of facts 

? it consisted chiefly of a mere echo to the answers 

I male by the ProvidencB Masons, with some excep- 

^j tions. 

George Turner attended the investigation at 

' Newport, and attempted ta elicit the truth, but was 

met with the same obstacles and insult Mr. Hazard 

I ,haddealt so largely in, at Pro vidt nee. An abstract 

of the testimony is taken fro.nt notes by Mr. Turner. 

Wednesday f December 21 . 

TCSTIMONT or NICHOLAS Q. *BOSS,^ ESQ. 

Mr. Boss is a Counsellor at Law, and Past Master 
,jof a Lodged Has gone as high as Royal Master. 
He testified as follows : 

The written oaths, as read to him are correct, 
•xcept as follows. In the Entered Apprentice's 
penalty, the words were added to the oath as taken 
by me, "ere I would divulge the secrets_ about to 
hm committed to me," and the like words were in the 
other penalties, as I took them. Also, after injury 
to mysejf, ''or those who have a prior claim to my 
benevolence.** In the Master's obligation, these 
words were used, whenever 1 have heard it admin- 
istered : 

" 1 will keep the secrets of a Master Mason, when 
oonamonicated tojne, murder and treason excepted, 

AMD THAT TO BK LEFT TO MY OWIf DISCRETlOHr.*' 

" I will apprise of all appro^iching danger," was 
not in my Master's obligation-" 

The Pa^ Master's obligation binds, ''not to wrung 
the Lodge, over which i may be called to preside, 
nor see it wronged by others, if in my power to 
prevent it." In this obligation I was sworn to ap- 
priae the Lodge of all approaching dana;er. 

I have heard the Master's oath administered, to 
hold myself amenable to any part of the obligation 
omitted, when informed o( the same ; but this was 
only when the Master did not feel confidentihat he 
cbnid recollect the whole obligation. 
' When I was placed in a situatioti to receive the 
obligation, the person presiding said, 

*' Yon are>now ifi a situation to receive the obli- 
gation of an entered apprentice, which all others- 
have done, who have gone this way before you. It 
contains nothing contrary to religion, morality, or 
the laws of your country, but is founded on faith, 
hope and charity. '" 

Intke Ro^ Arch Oath, the words Were used, 
** will not shed the blood of a R. A. Mason in 
'4SJi^er," isatead of ''unlawfully," as given in the 
inannicript oath, by the Providence Masons. 

I never heard the word ^' omniHc" used. I pro- 
misfid to not repeat the R. A. word, except' in the 
ftianoer I received it. The manner was then ex- 
plained to me, and I did not consider the explana- 
tion as part of the oath !^ 

^aestion by Geo. Turner. Was the explanation 
given before the oath was completed, and if so how 
do you separate it from the oath } 

Answer, The person presiding would state the 
*insnner,iind the candidate did not repeat this ex- 
planation, but it was ^iven alter the words except 



Apprentice's Oath. How convenient, maionlc cam- 
struction is ! When a M«son is told that his oath is 
not to interfere- With religion or politics, he assures 
us that explanation is a part of the oath, and 
equally binding; but the explanation of the man- 
ner of giving the R. A. word made in the midst of 
his oath, he sweats is no part of that oath ? In the 
first case, it helps to cover over the enormity of 
the oaths now tney are revealed ; therefore, it is 
to be construed as a part of the oath ! in the lat- 
ter case, if admitted to be a part of the oath, the 
witness would he required to disciose it, therefore 
lie construes this explanation to be no part of ^iis 
oath !] 

" The words whether he be right or wrongs were« 
not used in any Lod^e or Chapter I have been in 
I never have heard ilie Worde, ** nnrder and treason 
not excepted," and X don't believe any other mason 
ever did. When I took the degree of Royal Arch 
Mason, / promised to keep the secrets ofaR^A* 
MdsoHf knotoing them to be such ; but mtirder and 
treason were excepted, and they left to mv ofentlec-' 
iion, 1 have been present in, Chapters in New York 
Vl!iiladelphia and this town^ and never beard " muf- 
d^r and trieason not excepted." 

[ITTThe Providence Masons handed in the Roy«> 
al Arch oath without a single word relating to 
keeping secrets, and swore it was all the oath 
though they admitted, on cross examination, thliC* 
they >vere bound to keep a R. A. Mason's secrets. 
The Al^ewport Masons swore that this obligation to 
keep all secrets of a Royal Arch, at their diacretioR, 
w«s alfoays in th^ oath !] 

. " I could not repeat any single degree of knight- 
hood " - 

Question as to the 5th libation, and drinking wine 
out ot a stxull.' ' ' 

Ans. Nbne such was ever Used to ma, and I have 
never beea in an Encampment since. I took that 
degree in presence of Rev. Mr. Mudge, and others. 
No such cei'cmony was used at the time, and no 
such words In any ceremony of initiation I ever 
took, in the Knight Templar's obligation.the words 
** without reservation,^ s^lf evasicrn, mental reser- 
vation," &c. I think were used, and in several de- 
grees of Knighthood, which, by the .by, wo never 
considered any \)art of Masonry. Refers to Webb, 
208. I never baard such an expression, aa when 
or until the last t^ump.shall sound.*' 

[The Providence Masons all swore to this exproS'> 
sion in the Knight of the'Red Cross.] 

What do you consider the secrets of masonry ? s 

Ans. I feel bound, as a good citizen .and a good 
mason, to answer all questions. 1 oonsider the way 
in which masons know each other aa the secret of 
masonry; bat hotB they know I do not feel at liberty 
to tell. • 

Mr Hazard. If any person wished to know hoW 
masons shake hands,they are not on this Committee. 

Witness, There are certain ways in which one ma- 
son can know aaotbei — certain signs, tokens, wordsr 

4&C. 

Mr Hazard. I suspect it is not so now— you have 
been obliged to adopt a check word. 

Witness. No Sir, we have not! 

[This is in direct contradiction of the Provideiic« 
masons.] ^ 

In answer to a question respecting suj)eriority of 
civil or masonic obligation, witness says— I should 
have obeyed my civil and mot-al obligations, if they 
came in conflict ; but I doftot consider that my ma 
sonic obligations could ever. come .in conflict with 
my Religious, moral, or civH ones, but always 
strengthen them; 



1 shall receive it. 
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tiTii oalh, aa a ttUneJt, which inlerfertd wiHi his 
ma«liic oaths !] 

Witoeaa has ▼isited three master mason's lodges 
in New York, aad a chapter in New York, in IB22, 
Philadelphia in 1883, and some in Baltimore, end 
beiieTSs the {e<rtmom«*| practices, and obligations 
to he the SJiME as those used in Nevypott ! I. con- 
sider masonry a charitabierBO<iiety) and designed to 
disease the mutual concerns of freemasons. 

In answer to question* whether it is not the cus- 
tom to receive iftto the lodge*, as a visiting brother, 
all masons net expelled from their respective lodges, 
witness replies — Yes ! Those whom we know to be 
unworthy y We rejecU 

. Qtms, by J\ir TWner. If convicted of crime, 
would jon reject them, though not expelled ? 

^ns. Tbe Lodges where they belong will in- 
vestigate the charges, and if found true will expel 
them ! Tiie lodges never pass votes of censure as a 
prohibition upoa masons, until they are at first dealt 
with by their own Lodge ! 

ques. Has your Lodge or Chapter ever passed 
any resolution disapprovmg of the murder of Mor- 
gan ,-by masons? 

Ans. We have never taken any order about it. 

I ITBVSR BELISVSD THB MASONS HAD AMY THING 
SO DO WITH IT ! 

[(prTruly an enlightened man !] 

QvLCS* Did you ever hear a mason justify the ^h- 
dttction or killing of Morgan ! 

Ans. I qever beard any mason justify or palliate 
it, admitting it had been done by masons ! If it had 
been done^no people would have been more willing 
to have ferrctted it out Uian masons would. [flCTAs 
for example, the witnesses who refoaed to^ rjstify, 
the Chapter that voted $500 to the abiloctor:!, and 
the Qrand Lodge, who appropriated $1000, for the 
relief of the Western safferers! !] 

Ques. Is there a chain of communication be- 
tween Uie lodges in this State and the lodges of 
other States and between the order in this country 
and of other countries or any of them ? 

Ans. The lodges communicate to the Grand 
Lodge of the state in which they are Ibcated, and 
each Grand Lodge communicates with the others. 
I know of no commui^ication between them and for- 
eign countries. There is a Gen. Chapter and a Gen. 
G. Encampment, but having no communication to 
my knowledge with foreign countries. 1 know of 
no connexion between the higher Masonic orders, 
(so called^ andihose in Europe or elsewhere. Tht 
Masonic fraternity in this country are rtot subject to 
one common head or power I 

[Mr Wilkinson swore they wero. See Ante page 
47, and the Constitutions sny the same.] 

(^cstion by G. JStrner. Does not a mason make 
a sign on entering and leaving a lod^e^ indicating a 
I^art of the penalty oi that particular degree ? 

Ans. They do not J only ii mark of obeisance to 
thb master. 

^es. If Freemasonry is only a charitable society, 
why have they so many degrees, and so much se- 
cresy, not only from others but from themselves.^ 

Ans. I do not know. 

By G. Turner. Can you not, as a Mason, com- 
mupicate with a judge, juror or officer in Court, 
who are Masons ? 

Ans. I can ra-^ke myself known to a Mason, as 
- being a Mason, at any tFine. 

Ques. Are you bound by oath, to support the 
Grand Lodge ? ' 

Ans. I am a member of the Grand Lodge, being 
a Past Master of St. John's Lodge No. I, and am 
bound by no other oath, than that taken in my in- 
duction to the office of Master, which is similar to 
the Past Master. 

Ry G. Turner. Is every Mason, itTa Lodge, re- 
quired to make the Masonic signa of each degree, 
V>Sr» t/;e Lodge ia dechred to be opened on that 



Witnus refuses to answer this qusstion! fhvtb 
considers his dvH oaths superior to his Masosie 
oaths, so Jis says.] 

By Mr Hatard. Were you ft witnoasy in ihe cm 
of Bateman Monroe, a juror, objected to on account 
of being a Mason, in November, 1830, and did yoo 
decline answering questions, an^ if so why ? 

Ans. I was called as a witness in that case, tod 
entered the courtroom without kiiowing the qees- 
tion on trial. I wa^ enquired of by B. Hazard, Esq ts 
state the obligations, and dedinsd doing it. Mean. 
Pearce and Turner then required me to read tht 
obligations as printed in Bernard's book, &nd stats 
the difference if any. I did read it, and immediett' 
ly refused, plumply to answer or explain the dijfer- 
ence ; because J considered the question as an tm- 
pertinent and unauthorized one, not hoiding mytdf 
bou^d to answer individuals in such matters; hit 
always to be subject to the constituted authorkies! 
By the same. Did the eourt requiro ron to sdi- 
wer-^id they find any fault with you lor not aw- 
wering ? 

Ans. I did not consider the court as requiring rm 
to answer the questions, and no fault has been foeod 
in relation thereto. If I had committed a eontesipt 
of court, I should have been fined, imprisoned or 
reprimanded, which was not done. 

NOTE. 
[IdpTo show how strangely this witness conth- 
dusts facts, and to prove the superior force of bis 
manouic over his civil obligations, we sobjoio t 
certified report of the case alluded to, which oe- 
currfed at the November Term, 1Q30 of the Court 
of Common Pleas for Newport County, R. I. Id 
the case of R. Shaw vs. John C. Borden, Messrs. 
George Turner and Dutee J. Pearce, counsel for 
Plft. objected to Bateman Munroe,ono of the jury, 
on the ground that Munroe and Borden, being 
Freemasons, and Shaw not a Mason, the juror wii 
under masonic oaths incompatible with his civil 
oath to decide impartially between the parties.— ■ 
Mr. B. Itazard was ceunsel lor Borden. The point 
was argued, and four of the five Judges decided 
that the juror was disqualified, and must come off. 
We now quote from tife published report of that 
case.] 

** Nicholas G. Boss, a distinguished Mason, wm 
next swor.n. He wan asked by Mr. Hazard if the 
oaths as. stated In Bernard*s Light on Masonry, 
were truly the obligations taken by Masons, in the . 
three first degrees. 

Ans. (after hearing them read,) No, they are 
not. 

By the same. What part of thend do^ you deny, 
or do you deny them wholly ? 

Ans. I deny them wholly! ' 

Mr. Pearce. What particular part of these oaths 
do YOU deny 4o be correct ? 

Ans. -The whole of tliem, except that some words 
in both are the. same. 
By the same. What word* are they ? 
4lns. Why such words as **of" and •'nnd*' and 
:'the.'' 

By the same. Will you state in terms, the obli- 
gations of Masons as you have taken or know them.' 
Ans. I do not think I shall. I do not feel myself 
at liberty to do so. That is a masonic affair edUh 
gether! 

By the same. If I read these obligations to you, 
sentence by sentence, will you show me in what 
respect they differ ? 

Ani. If vott expect that of me, I consider my 
being called here, as a witness, an insult, and might 
as well at once decline all further answer. 

The Court said Mt. Pearce* s question was apro- 
per one" 

[Here is a singular development of Masonic ve- 
racity ! Mr. Boss, as a witness in Court, in No- 
vember, 1830, denied the wKole ttf the oaths of the 
three {irsi deti,TeeB \a "ftemat^t ^x^^^^^* ^'^'^ ^^'^ tvr.^ 
an^ OF. In De^%tn\iet,\^'SV,Vya vw«i*VV«Si^Qq%«iS^% 
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writUB outby tii« Providence Maiom (which are 
almost Terbatim the eame as the oaths of the three 
first degrees in Bernard,) were correct, except sev- 
k acal additions which he made , conforming the eaths 
still more to Bernard's ! He also refused in ' 1830 
to obey his civil oath in preference to his Masonic 
oath, though theJCourt declared he was bouod. to 
answer the qnestiens, and would have t>unished him 
for contempt, had Mr. Pdarce (who was his brqther 
in law,) insisted opon his answering. And yet, in 
1S31, the Masons of Providence declare that the 
Oaths, which Mr. Boss so "plumply" refused to ex- 
plain, .were never considered a part of Masonic se- 
crets ! !l 

As a voucher of the correctness of the report 
above quoted, we cite the certificate of Joseph 
Cfailds, CHiar Justice of the Court before vwbich 
the case was tried. 

"The undersigned has read and careful ly^xam-. 
tned the report of the challenge of Bateman Mon- 
ro, as a juror, published in the A. Island American 
of the l6th,aad is persuaded, from bis own recol- 
lections, that it presents a nearly correct outline^ of 
the case, and that no material fact or argument is 
omitted. Tbe peints made, are truly stated, ^nd 
the substance of the argument, and the testimony 
of the witnesses, nearly word for word. 

JOSEPH CklLDS. 

PorUrooutb, Nov. 19, 1830. 

Nipe persons, all adhering masons, were called, 
«nd several swore to the correctness, of the deposi* 
tion made by Nicholas G. Boss, so far as their know- 
ledge extended, said deposition having been exam- 
ined by them, and the answers agreed upon, in a 
regular Lodge Meeting the night previous, by an 
arrangement with Mr. Hazard ! — 

Stepmjen A. RoBiirseN Koyal snd Select Master. 
He does not recollect the Royal Arch obligation to 
keep a brother companion's secrets, precisely as Mr. 
Boss states it, but has beard it so given sometimes 
in our chapter. In other, respects agrees to the 
deposition. 

PeUg Clarke, of eight degrees, and Stephen Ca- 
hoone, uf three degrees, assent to the deposition. 

Mr. Cahaone at Qrst denied several clauses which 
were in the Providenee oaths, before he had heard 
them read, whereupon Mr. Hazard undertook to 
explain the difference between the oaths m Provi- 
dence and Newport, apparently to apprize the wit- 
ness (who had not been present at the Lodge 
meeting,) of what bad been testified. by the prece- 
ding witness. 

Henry Hudaoti, Royal Arch Mason, had heard the 
^aths aiid Boss's deposition read last evening (at 
the Lodge meeting) and agrees to the truth of them 
sabHantially. 

[While this witness was onder examination, 
Oeorge Tomer asked a question, relative to a pro- 
posed assaalt on the person of Dr. Case, a se- 
ceding mason. Mr. Hazard refused to put down 
the answer, in witness's words, substituting his 
«wn, which witness says is satisfactory. Mr. Tur- 
ner here stopped asking questions, for what use 
could it be, if the answers were to.be Mr. Hazard's 
aad not the witness's.] 

James R, Gardner and John Stanhope, Mastor 
Masons, swear to Bass's deposition. 
' Stephen T. Northam, a Master Mason, made in 
Carolina, 4S years ago, swears to the same^ but 
. ■ s no recollection of phraseology. 

By G. Twnur^ Do you swear that the substance 

d principles of the oaths, include penalties as 

ell as promises .' 

Ans, I have no recollection of phraseology, /do 

tot consider the penaJUy as any part of the obUga^ 

tion! I have no rscollection of the penalties being 

there, and if I bad, should not eonsider ^it any part 

of the obligation ! 

By the same. Did you not swear to submit to \ 



Ans. I have na recollection of the oaths'atall! 
[{QTand yet he swore Mr. Boss gave them correct- 
ly !] I never submitted to ^ any such penalty^ I- 
do not think I did— No' I did not ! 

Jeremiah N. Potter, and John G. Whitehorne al- 
so assent to the deposition of Mr. Boss., 

Tbstihony of Batxi^aiic Munro. 

[This witness was the juror who was challengedy 
on acconnt of his Masonic oaths. In the case of 
Shaw vs Berden, before the Court of Commoii 
Pleas in Newport. (See ante page 72.) The Court 
decided that a person "Who had taken tha oaths- 
there proved ("which were, the same Inf substance 
as proved in this investigation) could not stand 1 jn- 
partial between a Mason, and one not a Mason, and 
must come offi the jury. The correctness ef this 
decision Can/ not be doubted after examining the 
views which this man entertains of Masonic obliga- 
tions. Munro is a respectable man, and really 
thoa^ht he was doing Masonry^ fpreat service, by 
avowing the advantages that ml^ht be derived from 
ityin the manner he has described. He has so 
declared, afler he had given the de^ition. 

Bateman Munro y^i Portsmouth, in the County of 
Newport, being solemnly sworn, testifies aa fol- 
lows : I am a Masdhsif three degrees. Took the 
first in Charleston, S. Carolina, forty yeats ago, tha 
others in St. Alban*s Lodge, Bristol n. I. 
By request of 6. 7\crner. Have you ever said that 
Masonry has been of little use to yon as a Fanner, 
but that while you went to sea and traded, you 
found ft of great service f Itno please explain in 
what manner. 

Ans> Masonry has been of use to me in foreign 
countries, in Spain, m France, and in England. 

From the same. In what manner did.yon find it 
serviceable? 

Ans. I have entered ports, since I have been 
ship Master, and would show myself as a Masqn, 
so as to get information what the markets werSr 
what i could do, and what 1 conld not, so as to 
make my owners a good voyage. I have been 
favored by Port Officers on account of my being a 
Mason, and have been aidid and assisted in smug* 
gi^ng goods f by making myself known as a Mason, 
and have been introduced to the Biehop and Grov- 
ernor, in the Spanish dominions — but never in 
this^ country — 7%s Custom House oJUcerSj and even 
the ^Governor himself , Jiave been aiding me in so 
doing f* and the Bishop also. I have been for four 
yeart and upwards ^ sailing out of this State, with 
a memorandum from them (the Governor and 
Bishop) of contraband articles, to bring them, 
making three or four voyages a year, and nevtr 
paid any duties pn tJiem! James D' Wolf and my 
other owners were benefitted by it. This was trans- 
acted in the port of Havana, in the Island of Cuba. 

/ have, through Masonry, alwaus derived great 
benefit to my owners and myself, %n foreign coun- 
tries, and have always fumed my masonry to oic- 
eount — made use of my masonry for that purpose f 

[NoTC. Let any honest man say , if such a man ought 
to decide a cania as a juror, between a mason and 
one not a mason ? And yet the Court who decided 
that this man was disqualified as a juror (ftom the 
influence they inferred his masonic oaths might 
have upon him, as well as every other mason, aAd 
before they knew the use he admits he always 
made ef his Masonry) were dtnounced in the bit- 
terest terms & their names field up to scorn in large 
capitals, in tnasonic newspapers. The lawyers who 
sustained the motion were denounced as utterly 
abandoned, and the whole fabric of iostice declared 
to be prostrated, and the Masons disfranchised, as 
citizens, by;,the unrighteous proscription of Antima- 
sonry ! 
If this man, a respectable ship master^ and tkC 
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, 1kY^(iii]^6ach%blA cli^t'acler aside Xtdm his Masonry, 
that Cooslrued and acted upon his MaMnic oaths, 
in striet conformity to their /air and literal import, 
and if Governors arid Bishops, in other countries^ 
^Concurred wiih him in this construction, where is 
the security which men not masons have in busi> 
ness, in Courts of law or (nsewhere. no long aa the 
Fecret means of Masonic co-operation and conspi- 
racy exist ?] 

Secret concert between Mr^ Hazard and the Newport 

Masons. 
[ft has been stated on a preceeding paj^e that 
Mr. Hazard consulted the Masonic witnesses at 
Newport, in order to give them an opportunity to 
<concei't their answers to his inten'o;:atories, which 
* were handed to Mr. Boss, Pa^t Master of the 
Lod^e, for that purpose, and that a regular X^odge 
meeting' was held. to arrange the form in which 
the Masons should give their depositions to avoid 
contradiction. Ttiii fact was brought out, in the 
investigation, by cross questions from- Mr. Turner, 
as will appear from the iollowing answers of wit- 
iiesses, on the first day of the examination at New- 
port.] 

^TEPHEH Cahoons — Sicom. 
Questifin by G, Turner. For what purpqse did 
j'ou meet. with the Lodge last night ? 

^Hs. I met for the purpose of hearing read the 
. lorms of oatlia and other papers referred to in Mr. 
Jk>as's deposition. 

Question by do. By whom were they read. 
Ans. Mr. Boss read the interrogatories and Qaths, 
and Mr. Robinson, (present Grand -Master) read 
the answers and depositions.. 

^Question by do. Cap you repeat all or either of 
your Masonic oaths >* , 
Ans. No, I cannot, and if I could I should 

NOT ! FOR IF I COULD MV CONSCIENCE WOULD NOT 
LET ME. 

[Here again we find the Masonic conscience not 
to tell, stronger than thexivifoaih to tell the whole 
truth !] 

. . Question by do. If yoa cannot repeat your oaths, 
liow can you undertake to swear that Mr. Boss baa 
statad them correctly ? 

Mr. Hazard, (to witness) you perceive this is 
T^thex screwing* It is a Justice's way of doing bu- 
ainess ! 

fVitness. I should have answered as to' what per- 
tains to Masonry, according to my recollection, as 
Mr. Boss had done. 

[On further inquiry it appeared in proof, that on 
the 27th of December, before the examination 
commenced, Mr. Hazard had sent in his form of 
oaths, variatioYis, and interregatories, which with 
Mr. Boss's deposition were all sent to St. John's 
Lodge for perusal and.^ige^tion. 

Here Mr. Hazard asko.d Mr Boss where the pa- 
pers were, and he thereupon produced them from 
bis pocket.] 

John R. Stanhope — Sworn. 

Question by G, Turner, When, where, and by 
whom, were the forms ofoaths, interrogatories, kc. 
read in your presence and at whose request? 

Jins, At the Lodge, last night, they were read 
by Mr. Boss and Mr. Robinson, and at the request 
of the Chairman of the Committee (Mr..Hazard9 as 
J have heard him (Mr. Hazard) say ! 

Question by do. Was the Lodge regularly open, 
when the said papers were read, was tlsere any die- 
cusaion or conversation oo the subject of said pa- 
pers, if 80 state particutarly what it was. 

Ans. Whether the Lodge bad been regularly 
opened or not, he cannot tell. He recollects bear- 
ing the Master declare the Lodge to be open, but 
cant retnember the time. The busioesa of reading, 
was done at the beginning. The members sat 
round mod beard ihe pnpers rtnd, the object of do- 
'%r A«^<bl Ae/ng- jnentlooed. There waa no dis- 
^Ay»K* ab&utit} except tb^t it was obferved gen- 
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erally that Mr. Boss hUd answered the questioni 
properly ! . _ 

Question by theskme. Was the Lodge duly^tyled 
or not ? 

Witness evaded the question, by saying he did 
not see the Tyler. 

Questio^n by do. Is there or is thfere not alwart 
some ceremony observed on opening and closing a 
Lodge, and was it performed last night .' 

Ans. The first part I answer, yes, the last parti 
have said before 1 do not recollect ! 

Nicholas G. Boss 

Being called again, by Mr. Hazard, attempted, to 
explain. He said he received the papers, (the in- 
terrogatories, cross questions^ forms of oaths, &c.) 
together with his own deposition, from Mr. Hazard, 
on Tuesday morning, with a request to read the 
questions and answers &o. to the Masons who 
would l^e summonrd as witnesses, in order to facili- 
tate the examination. He at first proposed to have 
a meeting of the Masons at his house, hut con- 
cluded to meet at the Lodge for the election of or* 
ficers that evening. The Lodge was duly opened, 
aitd he then stated the business to the brethren 
who had been .requested to attend as witnesses. 
The Tyler was directed to adroit all Mas^ons, and I 
read the questions, &c. and brother Robinson the 
answers. We then proceeded to the regular busi- 
ness of the Lodge. 

[It would be difficult to imagine a greater out' 
rage than this, upon a fair investigation, by i 
legislative, or any other tribunal. Here ^ were 
all the witnesses met together, the form of exam- 
ination put into their hands, and they tutored so 
that all might say yes or no to the same questions. 
What would have been said of the' minority report 
of the Committee ap'^ointed by Congress to investi- 
g«b the concerns of the United States Bank, if 
Mr. Adams had given a list of interrogatories pri- 
vately to the President of the Bank, together with 
all the testimony against it, and desired him to hold 
a consultation with all the witnesses connected 
with the Bank, who were to be summoned; before 
the Committee, that they might have an opportu- 
pity to concert their answers, and all get their les- 
sons alike, under pretence of *' fadlitating the eX" 
aminadoni^* Where would be the difference be- 
tween such a proceeding and the conduct of Mr. 
Hazard with the Newport Masons?] 

The most Sotereign Grand Consistory. 

[The existence of a Consistory * of Sovereign 
Princes of the Royiil secret, derived from the most 
Sovereign Grand Consistory of the United States, 
and to them from the Imperial Consiatory in France, 
was established, by the following testimony.] 
Testimony of Isaac Stall. 

I do not know who introduced tho higher de- 
grees into this Country. I know who did into thit 
Town. They were introduced into this town from 
New York. I assisted in the matter. Tha Chapter 
was introduced here, fay twenty years ago, by- 
James Perry, John A. Shaw and others. The first 
Encampment waa established here by ^authority' 
derived from New York, and pretty soon afler that 
we eatabliflbed the Consistory, and afler a while 
the Encampment was placed under the authority 
of Massachusetts and Rhode Island. The Consis- 
tory is the sum flnd summit of Masonry in this 
Country. 

All subordinate Lodges pay a small fee to the 
Grand Lodge, for every candidate they receive. 
Certain fees are paid by the Lodge, Chapter, En^ 
caropment or Consistory, upon receiving their dis- 
pensation or charter, and the aame role governs the 
biffher orders as ia applicable to the lower orders. 

1 believe that the Grand Lodges correspond 
throughout the States. There is a General Grand 
Encampment in the United States. TJie Grand 
Encampment of ea^h State is subordinate Co tb« 
General Giand EncampmetA. 
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WILLIAM CdaoiesBAX4X.;r-5M)drn. 
' [A Sovereig^n FrinM of the Royal S«icret, and 
aW a barkeeper in a respectable Hotel.] In an 
•wer to qaestions, relnctantiy saj^s, He is a mdm^ 
bar of the Consistory of Rhode Island. Cannot 
say where it originated. Expects they have regu- 
lar meetings for choice of officers, bat cannot say 
wb^ they are. Thinks tbey kept records, but does 
not kno\nr who has them. Does not .recollect what 
amoapt of fees the Rhode Island Masons paid to the 
Grand Consistory of the UiHted States. Could not 



make any guess about it now. Never Heard there^, warmly, and he said it more than once ; and there 



was a Grand Consistory of the United States, or it 
had escaped his memory«^ it was so long ago. 
There is atjrrand Consistory in New York, having 
jurisdiction over its subordinate Consistories. 
Does not know of any higher degree in this Coun- 
try than Princes of the Royal Secret, and members 

. of the Grand Consistory. 

Stephen Deblois, John Brown, David M. Cog- 
geshail, and Jeremiah Bliss, members of the Con- 
sistory, testified to the origin and existence of the 
Consistory, in Rhode Island. The latter was pres- 

, ent four or five years ago, at the ehoice of officers. 
He surely considers the Consistory in existence, 
because they jvere iti possession of the Charter, and 
had never surrendered it. Deblois was formerly 
Recorder, and kept the books. He paid ^150 to- 
ward fees, and for getting the Charter from N. York. 
[Peleg Clark's diploma of the 28th degree, was 
presented, dated 7781, and 2312 years after the res- 
toration .'] 
AUzander M, McGregor, testified that he had 

. taken three decrees of Masonry in Scotland. The 
oaths he toolcihere are substantially the same as he 
has heard administered in Lodges in Rhode Island. 
George HotolandfBW ore he had attended a Lodge 
in Curracoa, and a French and American Lodge^in 
Norfolk, Va. and in various other places in the 
Islands and in Europe. Their ceremoriies and 
mode of working, with few variations, ar« the same 
jui in Lodges here. 

\Ma9on8. justifying tiie murder of Morgan,] 

Sahuxi^ S. Peckham— 5t0orfi. 
Is not a MasoiJ. Testifies that two months ago, 
in Capt. Vars store, in presence of Capt. W. and 
Capt J. Vars, he heard James M. Tuell a Mason, 

. «ay, '^ that if any man should do as Morgan had 
done, Aa ought to have Jiis throat cut ; and^ that if 
any man belonged to a religious society, and should 

- come out and strive to tear it down he would de- 
seive the same." Witness saw Mr, Tuell a few 
days aAer, and told him what he had said. He 
then said, if be had said that about a churchr mem- 
hcTt he ought not to have done it, and was soriy 
for it — but he never denied what he had said about 
J^Iorgan. That appeared to be his deliberate opin 



his shop, T heard Mr. ^uell s.iy that Morgan bad 
been served right. 

Nichols Hassard (Sherifi'uf Newport Coanty) 
Sworn. Is not a Mason. Pretty soon « after thd 
people here began to talk about it, I hoard Mr. 
HenKy MooR£, a Mison, say, ^' he did.not believe 
a word of the murder, and if it was so, it was ao^ 
more than he (Morgan) deserved." 

Questtbn hy Mr. B. Hazard. Did Mr. Moore say 
thi9 as his sober, deliberate sentiment .' 

Ans. He said it apparently in earnest, and pretty 



had been no provocation given to him for saying; 
so, to my knowledge. 1 have repeatedly a8ke<i 
Mr. Moore it he thought Morgan had been carried 
oif by Masons» and he would always evade the 
question by saying, *' it had never been proved.** 

Mr. B. Hazard heie made some insulting remark 
to the witness, who claimed to be treated with th» 
civility due to a witness, or he should leave tho 
room. , - ' 

Mr. B. Hazard retorted that this was a bad plac* 
for him to flinch. The witness replied that he would 
never find him flinching. 

Mr. B. Hazard asked witness his opinion 6f Ma> 
sonry, as conoected with the murder of Morgan. 

Witness, Tiie Institution of.Masonry, in my be-- 
lief, has screened the perpetrators of tnatdeed. I 
have said so» and I believe so now. 

There was some further cross examination^ which 
did not vary the testimony in the least. 

Thxophilus Topham, sworn,^8&ys he is a Ma* 
son and has taken twelve degrees. Being asked if 
he could repeat the oaths accurately, says — *^ l 
could repeat them as high as the Royal Arch, in- 
clusive, but I decline r^epeating them. / havsMl-^ 
ways xcnderstood that I was bound not to repeal 
th^m^ 

[Mr. Hazard sufiered this excuse to pafls.] 

Samusl S. Fxckham states, that after his return 
to Newport, from the Antimasonib Convention heldf 
at Providence, Sept. 4631, he had a conversations 
with Capt. Benjamin Marshall, a Mason, pf New-^ 
port. In the course of the conversation, Cspt.^ 
Marshall said, that the Masons, <* if they wanted 
power, could have as much as they pleased, and 
thai the General Assembly dare not take up the An-i 
timasonic Memoiial, and try it; and that the Ma* 
sons could command a majority, if they pleased, 1i> 
erery town in the Slate. I asked Capt. MarshaH 
if I should remind him pf these assertions a month 
hence, he would acknowledge having made tb«m $ 
and he replied, " I will not only do that, but I will 
repeat them," and he thereupon did repeat what he 
had said about the power of the Masonic, body, and 
the fears of th« General Assembly. 

I ' 



jon. for I had spoken to him «s»eral time, .bout it. 1 „i3]!"rt rftT.in',^™*I,"l?f '"!' ««mined M 
lhadheardh,had.«4 that there were three or 5!ll"^' ^"S?^L !l'^!"\^'f .^^-^J"? 



four men in this town, he should like to have serv- 
od as Morgan was. 

James M. T-uell — sworn, to tell the whole truth. 
Is a Mason of three degrees. As te the conversa- 
tion referred to in Peckham's deposition, about 
Morgan, witness recollects being in Var's store, at 
the time Peckham was, ** and to tell you ' the truth 
I ca nnot recollect what tl^e conversation was, more 
than a child, for I was in a hurry and was not in 
the store more than three, minutes.*' Has no re- 
•oil QQtion of saying there were three or lour oth- 
ers be would like to have served as Morgan had 
been. Witness did not deny the remark respect- 
ing Mdrgan. 

William Vars — Sworn. 
If not a mason. Was present when Peckham 
%nd Tuell bad the conversation. Mr. Tuell said 
he thought there were, tome io Newport who 
•aght to be served in the ffara«-way, aB Morgan. 
Gs^rg* S»toon M&riAed, What eonyoriatlon 1 
h^v b$d, wMM in #Mia way. I think ihitt o&ct , m 



idence given in the above abstract of th« testimony 
taken at that place. The Deposition of • 

Dr. Benjamin W, Case, of Newport, a seceding 
Master of a Lodge; was very minute and accurate, 
detailing all the ceremonies and forms and oaths of 
the Lodge. It confirmed in every essential partic- 
^ular, the dlsolosures qf Mc^gan, Bernard and AI- 
lyn. Dr Case testified, that sometime in 1829, 
Capt. George Howland, a Royal Arch Maeon, told 
him that ho (Howland) waa at sea at the time of 
Morgan's death. On his return be visited tho 
Royal Arch Chapter in Providence,'and inquired in- 
to the truth of the stoiy. They teld him it was 
true, and that Morgan had justly come to hie deatfr, 
and on that night the Chapter raiied money to help 
the Western anferon, then imptrisoned on aecoun^ 
of the Morgan business. The opinion wao nnifbrn 
attong Masons, at first, that Morgjux had Hmsuvcu^-' 
ly dealt by. ^ 

and put wi o%Ai» ^^rm&Vvi^^ ^tash^ V% "^w^ «^^X 
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Dr. Gate further feitiiied^ that in the Muter 's 
OAth are tbe§e wcrvln : ** / wdl give a brother Mas- 
ter Mason a preference in his trade or calling,*' 
This he well recollected, for he had rep2ated it at 
least sixtjT timed, havjog initiated over that number 
of Members, besides repeating all the three first 
oaths twiee a year, as is required of the Master bj 
the by-laws, who repeats them to the members, and 
they repeat after him. 

The connecting link between the Lodge and the 
Chapter, is the Past Master's oath, not to sit in a 
Lodge of which the Master is not of that degree, 
and that he mj^ support the Constitution of the 
Giaiid Royal Ar«h Chapter.] 

Pelkg Al.my— Sworn, 

Is not a Mason. 

^PKS. Did you ever know aoy judge or juror, 
being a lilason, to give a preference to a Mason, m 
Coart. 

Ans, I did not know until lately who were Ma- 
sons, or wbo were not, nor did I know any thing of 
the oMigations Mal^ons were vnder to each other. 

QMS. Have you now any reason to believe such 
a preference has ever been given ? 

Ans, I have bad eases in Coart that went differ- 
ently from what I and others expected. There was 
sorao mystery aboot it, but whether it was Mason- 

2r or not I eannpt tell. One was a case against 
benezer Darenport, who I have since learned was 
a Mason. There were several Masons on the jury. 
Daring the trial, 1 took notice that Davenport was 
often down in the store of J. B. Newton (a Mason) 
and I was in there after the trial, when Newton 
told me he was satisfied the witness lied against 
me, and that the jury decided againat the evidence, 
bnt that they could not give it the other way, be- 
•aose it wo Ad prove forgery, on the part of Dav- 
enport. 

TssTiMONY OF £[bnrt T. Crahstoit. 

[Mr. Cranston is an Attorney at Law, Clerk of 
the Court of Common Pleas, lor Newport, and a 
Mason of twenty-Uiree degrees. Tin the challenge 
of Bateman Monro (November 1830) as a Masonic 
jnror, before mentioned, Mr. Cranston was Counsel 
lor Borden, the Masonic )iarty, and volunteered as 
a witnefli to prevent Munro being taken off tiie ju- 
ry. In his examination he deBied that he had ever 
taken the three first oatHs given in Bernard **^as 
*uehj* refused to state what the oaths he had taken 
were, on Qie gromid that he did not know as he was 
at Uberty to do so, thongfa required by the Court ; 
Pedaling to tiie Conrt tnat he would subject him- 
self to every kind of punishment, that lie would 
E Irish ntterly and forever rather than violate his 
asonlc obligations ! Mr. Cranston was selected by 
the Grand Lodge of Rhode Island to deliver the 
Address on the last eelebration of St. John's day, so 
. called, by the Masons of Rhode iriand.] 

H. y. CranHon, bemg ealled upon by Mr. Haz. 
ard to. take the civil oath, before the Committee, 
made a speech, to die Committee dulining to sni- 
mittomiezaimineUion, 

Mr. Haiard said, you can tell whether yon are a 
Maaen, or not, and proposed to put the oath to him. 
Mr. Cranston refused to take the^oathi and he and 
Mr, Hasard conferred about it >^' Mr. Hazard then 
proposed to administer an oath lo answer questions 
put to him about the Bateman Munro case, and 
-witness confonted to be sworn in that form. Mr. 
Hazard then put some irrelevant questions to him 
about hii helnra witness in that case, after which 
h% asked M^. Taraer if be had any questions te ask 
thawitaeii' 

Mr, 2WnMr, I have not, untU the witnese is sworn 
C^aeraUm and thea I shoald like to ask him several 
imwitMns 

[Mr. Hiiard4icl not swear him any farther, and 
thus this witness, who declares that his civil duty is 
J^mm^m^/if^JlUg MtiooDie duty, doubted in one case 



and in another case, refused to he sworn at all, 
where his Masonic obligations wore to t>e called ii 
qoestion, unless the oath could be narrowed dmn 
to suit his views as to the questions he cboeie to 
answer ? What a seene would coo r is of law pn- 
sent, it members of all other soeietios, were to ei* 
ercise the prerog^ative claimed by Masons, to 
make the supremacy of civil law, yield to Masonk 
law !J 



^ECOND EXAMlNAl^ON, 
▲7 Providxhce. 

Hdd hf James F. Simmons^ oolus. 
[On Friday evemng, January 6th, the followio; 
notice appeared in the Providence Daily AdvertiKf 
and American.] 

*< The Committee appointed by tbo Goneral As- 
sembly to inquire into the charges against FreenM- 
s^ry and Masons in this State, will attend at the 
State House in Providence, on SatItrdat, the lih 
instant, at 10 o'olock, A. M. for the purpose of n- 
ceiving the testimony of such wit acaae s as may 
there appear before tfaeai. 

In behalf of the Committee: 

JAMES F. SIMMONS." 

[This notice was ^tven only 24 hoars before thi 
examination. Mr. Sprague, one of the Commit- 
tee, who resided but a few miles from Providence, 
was not personally notified, and knew nothing of 
the intention of Mr. Simmons to hold this additioo- 
al examination, until it had passed by. The ar- 
rangement appears to have been made' with a de- 
sign of getting rid of Mr. Sprague's attendance. 
None of the Committee appeared' on Saturday, ti- 
eept James F. Simmons.] 

The object of ibis pretended meeting of (he Com- 
mittee was to oarrv into effect tbe pre-H:oncerted 
plan between the Committee and t&e Masons, of 
giving the formal solemnity of sworn depositiooi 
to certain disquisitions and essays in favor of Free- 
massnry, which some of the principal Masons bad 
prepared, by the consent of Messrs^ Hazard and 
Simmons, to hand in on this occasion. Accordingly 
when Mr. Simmons called the first witness, Jfil- 
Uam C. Barker, Grand Commander, and swore him 
to tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing bat 
the truth, the witness said he- had testimony vritta 
which he wished to offer, and handed a bundle of 
papers to Mr. Simmons. This testimony, in his 
case, as in that of the other witnesses, had been 
written out, compared and digested, doubtless in 
the Lodge, with all the' benefit of ' the preceding 
examinations and questions furnished them by th« 
Committer. In this light it is not evidence as to 
/oc£9,but merely individual opinions. The wit- 
nesses might with equal propriety hare handed in 
Webb's Monitor and Cross's Chart, and swore to 
them as their depositions. What transpired open* 
ly before the Committee, we shall record faithfully. 
The written essays are no evidence.] 

William C. Barksr^ 

Grand Commander, being sworn, was questioned. 

Question by^fFaUer Paine, jr. Cannot a. person 
be a member of a chapter, encampment and lodge 
at the same time .' 

Jins, He can. 

Question by same, H Freemasonry is a.oharita- 
ble institution, why does it refuse to admit those 
as members who are most likely to need the u- 
sistance of their fellow men, such as are deformed 
or dismembered in body, and not of hale and entire 
limbs, as a man ought to be .' 

Ans, I bavefno answer to make to this qtiestioa 
other than this, that Freemasons choose to mak« 
sueh rales and regulations as they please, of their 
own affairs. 

Question by J, 5. J&rri«. You say you have 
nttveT TaceWe4 au^ vnlotTiiiVQLQRv ItomVio^et or Ma- 
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written, or~ was , about wHtine a book*' diselosing 
Maaonr}', and that he had sufTered either ' by coii> 
fineiuent or otherwise in coosequence ? 

^ns. If the word Maaonically was stricken out, I 
mighl answer that question. I have heard such, 
r«|iort3 and sefQ them in the newspapers fre- 
quently. 

^ir• Simmons s^id the question must be answer- 
ed as it stood.' Nothing could be strick^b out 
Witness made no farther answer. 
- Question by John S. Harris. Did you ever youi- 
self as presiding officer of a Lodge, or know others 
in that capacity, to inform the candidate when in- 
itiated, what was tlieoath he was about to taVe.or 
. tlie substante or nature of snch oath, previous to 
taking it ? . r 

' Jias. We inform them that they are to take an 
oath, and that it is not to interfore with their poli* 
tics or religion. The oatk is lutt read jwr rtfnaud 
b^ort ifUUtUum. 

Question by WqUst Pains, jr. Did you in tfao 
Knight Templar*a decree take an obligation called 
the **5th Hhaiion**? If so, is it not considered a> a 
seal to all your former oUIigations, and the most 
binding oath administerad by tha Masonic lostitu- 
don ? 

jSns* I have alluded to all the obligations that I 
bave Mod, and handed them to the Committee. 

Question bif Samson Almy* You say you never 
knew an vpngiii adhering Mawn, to consider his 
obligations as biodiug him to inflict any punish- 
meat eicept ezpuisioa from the lx>dge. Did you 
s»yer know any Masoa to consider them in any 
other li|ht? 

Jins, I never did. 

Question by Walter Paine, jr. Is there such an 
obligation adininistered in the Masonic Institution 
ma the <• 5th libation'? 

Jins. I faatve referred ^ all the obligations I 
know of in Masonry, and habded them to the Com- 
wittee. 

Qjuesiionby Walter Paine, jr. U there in the cer- 
era4»oiesof the Masonic Institution any oath, obii- 
|ration or affirmation called the ''5th libation"? 

Ans, I have referred to all the obligations in 
Masonry that I know of, and handed them to the 
ConMuittae — and as to the eerdmonies of Freemason- 
ty, { have nothing to aay about them; 

Question by Satnson Almy. If a Masonic sign is 
^vea by one brother Mason to another, is he not 
ix>ond to obey it ? 

Ans. That is a point that I am cot at present da- 
elded on. I want time to consider of it. I should 
rather thiak not, but am not at present prepared to 
«««wer, had rather take time. 

f Witness took the question for consideration, by 
consent of the Committee, but he never answered 
it.] 

Question by George W. iackton. Were not the 
oaths aad obligations as administered in the Mason; 
|c Institution, considered as part of the Masonic 
Mcrstf prior to 1826 ? 

Ans^ 1 oanoot tell ; they ought have bten by 
0ome. 

Qvi*stum,%y WaJUer Pains, jr. Did y6tt,prior to 
1826, /eel yourself at liber^ to repeat the oaths of 
Masonry to any but a Mason ? 

Ans. I never thought of the subject, betore that. 
line. Jf the question hsd cofiM under my considera 
iioo, I think I should have included they 
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Bot secrMs, [here adding ill a low 
•Sf the same opinion I am novf\*'2 

Question by George W» Jackson. Did you ever 
know prior to 1^, of an insUDpe of a Mason re- 
peating to any but ^asoiitf, the oatha and obligations 
as administered in the Institution f 

Answer. I don't recollect of any such instanae. 
If I had, i should have tlumght upon the subject. _ _____ 

bow msity masons h%y haen jmtiated into Uie ma- \ ^^ acceding lo iHa clvtumaVuvtw \ 



sonic bodies to which you refer in yoor deposition — ' 
and what is the charge for such degrae ? if so^ 
please state the number and price f ' 

Answer. In answer to thid question, T sluuild 
say generally, that 1 do not liiiow. There are some 
triher facts enquired ot, that i do know* The prico 
ot initiation is 24 dollars for the three first degrees* 
and 30 dollars for tiie four succeeding degrees, »n<i 
30 for the thi'ee next, making ten degrec^s. The 
pried 1 understand,^ varies in diifeient places, uiid 
has varied in tliie town, not* lately however, not 
since I have been a member. 

Question by Walter Painr^jr. Has there been a 
new oath introduced into the Ma&onic Institution 
which is now used in conferiiig a ciieck degree, or 
pass- word since the year 1826? 

Answer. I have alluded to all the ontha in ma*-^ 
sonry that I know of, and they have been handedlo'. 
the committee. 

Question by Geo. W. Jacfcson, Do you consider 
yourself as bouRd by your mason ie obligattoris,or did 
yoti ever knov/ any* mason that ^t«i consider himself 
as bound to reAd«)r any pecuniary or other atisislr- 
ance to a mason giving the sign of distress, without 
inquiring how he came in such a situation? 

Answer. I never did. 

(This is tlie cIobo of this deposition. Mr. Bar- 
Jeer then said, '* 1 give that deposition to you, Mr. 
Chsirman, not to go out of your han^s^ at least not 
to go into the hands of any Antimaton.") 
Adjourned until ^ past 2 o'clock, P. M. 

[After the committee -had adjouiued, Mr. MoseM 
RickartLstm called Mr. Emmons aitid'e and shev^ 
Mm a paper. 

The paper read as follows: '^ I. M. Rich9)diion 
of Providence, promise that I will answer all fair 
questions upon ^y honor, that may be put to mo 
by t)ie committee, but qone that itiay .be fisked o^ 
proposed by B. k\ Hallelt, Walter ,PaiQe, jr. John 
Harris, —Almy, or —-^Jackson, &c," (AU 
Afitimasoos.)] 

AFTBRiroo.f^ Jan. 7. Preseiitof the Committee,^ , 
James F. Simmons. 

Joseph S. Couke, Gtand Master, sworn to '/ tell 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth." Mr. Cooke banded a bundle of paper to the 
committee as his essay upon Freemasonry, l.s a 
Royal and Select Master. . 

Question by John S. Harris. Was the words, 
*' of your duty to your God and country," contain^ 
ed in the Master's assurance to you before yoiir 
initiation, used ^ or only the words that the oath 
would ** not interfere with your politics or religion ?*' 

Answer. I do not recollect certainly. 

Question by Walter Paine, jr. Do you under- 
stand that the penalties of Masonic oaths are in 
any way bindihg upoi\ those who have takep them ? 
if so, in what way ? . 

Answer. I will refer you to Mr.. Barker's depo- 
sition., and agree %vUh hiui in what he has said upon 
the nature of the penalties and obligations, [viz. 
that they mean only expulsion, when they say noth- 
ing bat death.] 

Question by the Committee. Do you consider by 
the principles ot the institution, that you aie to con- 
sider the claims or indigent brelhron or the families 
of suah, wh«n they are deceased, as having n claim 
on your individual charities, as well as the fuols of 
the Lodge f 

Answer. Not a special cJaimj^ but we should 
feel bound certainly in dispensing our charities (o 
help a brother's widow and children sooner iUdn 
any otliers. 

Question by Walter Paine, jr. Do you consider 
that as a mason, you are under any obligation to 
answer a masonic sign that is given you by a stran- 
ger or any other person that is a mason ? 

Answer. I dont know how far I should be bound 
—I never HatVixvN %M<i>a. tosA%^<tO«>a\.\^ ^^'^ \J\\ssq.\^ : 



Witn«it M9f ** ft worthy mtraA tan at all timea 
h% freely admitted into aoy Ludgp, m a vUiUr.*' 

IkfotEA RftHARDsOM \va« Called, aAd Mid before 
taking die oath, be would observe that he would 
aiifwer the thirty 'four qoettions the cotumittee had 
prepared, and twelve more which he had prepared 
Lhasoir, but he would not answer aoy questions 
irom thifitside of the house, ({lointing to thuse who 
were proposing ■oAic'questious as aittiniasons.) 

The coHiitiittco, Mr. Siinnionj, siiid be cuuM not 
ni.ikeany new rules, and if he declined to be exam-, 
iued, ho had no power to compel any body to an ex- 
ariiinstion. They could only swear people, and if 
they refused to aiisuer there was no power in the 
committee to luake them — any, body might lead a 
hor«e to water,' hot it would b^ hard to make hini 
drink alter he got hlin there. Mr. Ilichardson then 
cat down. 

PcUr Giiundlt Oeooral Grand Treasurer, was call* 
ed,and before being aworD,t«id, that with the under- 
atanding that the committee had heretofore put upon 
the ceiS}m.ohies. he would cheerfully be sworn, and 
atate truly all he know about the obU^ationg : but 
having been entrusted with certain forms and se- 
cret ceremonies, that he did not think could afleet 
any but maxms, he must claim to be excused from 
answering any such questions as waf calculated to 
disclose them. 

Mr Pains said he would state what questions be 
wilted to have masons answer. He wii«hed to 
'know if the signs given on entering and leaving a 
ledge were not designed to impress upon the minds 
of the members that their penaltiea are te be «n- 
der stood iUerally — and also* whether many of the 
ceremonies, lectures and charges" did not directly 
impress the mind of the members with a literal ex- 
tcvtion of the penalUeifor divulging their secrets. 
The committee, (Mr Simmons,) sold the commit- 
tee had concludi'd that they had not a right to ask 
amy thing abrnd the signs oreertmonieSf nnless they 
went to explain their obligations. 

Mr. Harris. TJie words of the obligations tbem- 
aelves,if opmmunicated from one to another of only 
as other people communicate, would not be so dan- 
gerous, but We consider the ceremonies and signs 
very important to shew how these oaths can be 
«i«ed to tftect other people or the publie ; and the 
means of seerwt eoneert and conspiraey which they 
•give to Ft eemasons. 

Mr. Simmons said that th« committed thooght 
differently. . It would be right to aak these gentle- 
men if there was any si^n or eetemony in masonry 
which could effect any body bnt masons ; or to ask 
tliem. whether there is any thing in masonry which 
would explain tho oaths, or give any other con- 
struction than they had already given, or whether 
ic had ever affected them differently from thai which 
^ had been stated. 

This explanation seemed to satisfy and pacify 
Mr. Richardson, end Mr. Grinnell gave way for 
him to be examined. 

MoSES RlCHAKOBOIf, 

Treasurer of the Grand Encampment, sworn to 
'* tell the truth, the whole Uaih^ end nothing but 
, the truth." — Presented iiia written discourse, which 
he proposed to read himselfi Mr. Simmons said he 
could bettor understand - il if he read It himself. 
iJe (hen read it. 

MrMichardson, in his dissertation, swore to the 
w]iole of Preiton. a -history of the Antiquity of Free- 
' maeonry, the avme ^s he would have sworn to facts 
within his own knowledge. Ho elao swore that, 
•every Major Gcnerfll in the army of the Revolu- 
tion » except Arnold the traitor, with aU those worth- 
ies who signed the Declaration of Independence, 
except four, all the Presidents of the United States 
exc^t two,* [the Adamses] were Freeraasoiia. He 
also steors that political Antimasoris were < anii to 
0rar^ Oiiog that is cbarlt%bh, friendly, social, in- 
^trmcuv0, or benedeial to the community.' 



He also inrore to the loHowlnn^ very importuit 

fact:— 

* r was a member of the General Grand Chapter 
which was in session in the city ot New York, in 
September 1826, when the news was received tket 
William Morgan had been abducted, and the lament* 
ed Do Witt CImton, who presided at the me^tiog, 
immediately issued his jiroclamation, and ofiered 
fiHeen hundred dollars reward for the apprehensiOQ 
of the culprits, and it was published the next dtfy 
in the newspaper, which was thought sofFi* 
cixht.' 

CoifaiK5T8 OK Dc Witt CLiirToar. 

[The f^ct sworn to so distinctly by Mr Richardsos, 
that on the 17ih of Sept. 1826, the General Grand 
Chapter, sitting in New York, were in formed, by a 
MasoHf of the abduetion of Morgan^ is rewy impor- 
tant. It bringa liome to that body a knowledge of 
the outrage from the first, and a silent sanction of 
the crime from the beginning. Mr. Richardson had 
sometime previous', inadvertently stated^tbis fact, in 
presence of three persons, in order to show as ha 
thought, how prompt De Witt Clintttn and the Ma* 
sons were, in ofifermg .rewards to detect the kid* 
napi>ers. KnowiDi; that this fact would be stated, he 
antleipated it in his deposition. De Witt Clinton, 
however, instead of being so prompt, was in faa 
compelled to make hi^ first proclamatioi^ which ht 
didOctober 7 1826,01^ a petition from the West,5i|o- 
by so many persons, he could not disregard it. Bot 
he ofiered no reward then. Th^ first reward bt 
offered, was October 26, 1628, more than a month 
after the deed, and the snm was three hundred and 
not fifteen hundred dollars. The second reward of 
fered 19th of March 1827, was $1000. Now it Mosei 
Richard.4on swears truly that Clinton, knew as a 
Maaoh that Morgan was abdneted, fite days ailer 
the abduction, and held back from offering a rt- 
ward as Chief Magistrate for a month after, until 
pressed to it by petitions he could not resist — bow 
stands his relative duties as a Mason and a Gover- 
nor.' Even the apologist of Masons, Mr. Hasard 
himself^ condemns De Witt Clinton'c conduct Ht 
says, in bb report, p.71 : 

' • It was tastifiad by Mr. M. RiohardsoB» that ba 
was present in the General Grand R^oyal Arch 
Chapter in New York, when the newa of the ab- 
duction of Morgan was communicated in that body, 
to the late Governor Clinton, who presided, and that 
he, the next day, advertised a reward of $1500, for 
the apprehension of the culprits, which Mr. R. ssld 
waa thought sufficient. But was it sufficient? Gov. 
Clinton acted as Chief Magistrate of the State, not 
aa head ef the Masonic Chapter. The criminab 
were Masons, and members of the Maaonie bodies, 
aubordinate to the body then in session. The crhne 
had been committed in the name of Masonry, and 
aa the perpetrators contended, under Masonic au- 
thority ? Yet it does not- appear .that-, any notice 
whatever was taken of it by that'body.' 

' Here is the delinquency of De Witt Clinton.— 
Though he knew, as a Mason in Sept. 18S6, of this 
criroe,heiook nameana,a8 tbo head of theMasons,to 
detect or puni^^h it, and was forced by^ petitions to 
all the means he did take as a civil magistrate, to 
detect the offendera . Such is the pemicioua infia- 
•nde of Masonry upon the moat etafted minds.] 



Question by fVaUm Paine, Jr.^Was the peraoa 
who brought the nevfsof Morgan's abduction to the 
oity of New York, while the General Grand Chap- 
teV Were in session, a Mason ? If so, was the news 
considered official by the Chapter.' and what wtf 
the doings in relation to the affair .' 

.Ans, I preaume he was. 1 dont say whether it 
was considered official. I saw the young man thit 
brought the netos and the offer of the reward-ihhtl 
have stated, and that is all 1 know About it ^ 

Qjuestioiv bi| tka aama. Was ^om \fi (h« Masonic 
\ meaUns wVucVi adoi^\fii^ %.iiA v>3^>V^«>a«^ ^ v^<dA«u.^ 
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the Grand Lodge to the people of Rbode Island* 
signed by Joseph 8. Cooke and others ? 
Ah$. Yes, 1 was there at the time. 

[Note — Ifi the meeting here referred to, held in 
Augast t931, an address was adopted, in which it is 
asserted that * of that supposed act' [the outrage 
Upon William Morgan by Masons] * we can only say 
we can neither affirm nor deny, brcavse ws kivov 
voTHiNG about IT I* And yct Moacs Richardson, 
who represented the Rhode Island Masons, in the 
General Grand Chapter, at N. York, in 1826, gwears 
' that he saw the Masonic messenger who brought 
to that body, news of the abduction of Morgan! a 
fact he could not have concealed from bis Masonic 
brethren, when he rotnrned to Rhode Island. Nev< 
ertheless this same Moses Richardson and these Ma- 
eons, solemnly resolve and assert, in a meeting of 
%Ja8on8, that they know nothing about ti^ supposed 
outrage on Morgan ! * Supposed act V yea * sup- 
posed,' when in Id2G they knew be was stolen by 
Masons, and when the Lockport trials which proved 
bis murder, had been published in the Rhode Island 
American, right under their eyes ! And yet these 
innocent souls bad got no further than ' supposed,'' 
in their knowledge of the violence done to Morgan. 
The Cretans tniist have been Freemasons !] 

Question by Samson Mmy. What was the name 
of the young, man who brought the information to 
the General Grand Chapter? 

Ans, I do not know. 

Question by do. Would you, rather than re- 
nounce Masoniry, suffer the penalties annexed to 
your obligations f 

Jins. Yes, eight times over, if it were possible. 

[NoTK. — After he had finished his examination, 
Mr Richurdson took this answer and struck out the 
words ' eight timcv over if it were posiible/ and 
inserted * I would suffer all the pttnishment the 
lodge could inflict, viz. expulsion.' 

Question by John 5. Harris. — Was the cheek de- 
gree and test oath commuorcated to the Rhode Isl- 
and delegation in the General Grand Encampment 
or General Gnnd Chapter in New York, or at any 
other place at that time in that StAte or city, to be 
engrafted in Rhode Island Masonry, as a necessary 
guard in eoneequence of the Morgan difficolttei ? 

Ans. I shonld like to make two answers to that 
question, and first I wopld answer Mr. Harris and 
tell him it is none of his business, and then I would 
answer the Cbmmittee that I never heard any thing 
of this in New York. • ' 

Question by Walter Paine, jr. Are there rttij 
ceremouids in the Institution ef Freemasonry which 
refer to, or in any manner explain the oaths ? if so, 
what are those ceremonies ? 

Mr, Simmons refused to put this question; and 
aiiked fitness, Is there any tliinv in Freemasonry 
that is designed to give a different construction to 
the obligatione, than you hkve given, and if so', has, 
it ever had' its effect to give to them a different coii- 
•trnetion by you ? 

Jins, No, I have no knowledge of any such thing. ' 

Question by George W. Jackson, Would nat the 
Masons who were concerned in the abduction and 
muider of William Morgan of New York, and who- 
have not as yet been expelled from the Masonic 
Institution, be received in full communion by the 
lodges in this State ? 

Ans. If we know them to be the murderers of 
William Morgan, instead <of receiving them into 
communion, we would seize them and carry them 
to the proper place for trial ; or if we knew them 
to have had any concern in it, we would do the 
tame. I would, and presume all good Masons 
would. 

Question by Walter Paine, jr. Should Eli Bruce, 
James Gauson, Burrage Smith and Lo|on Lawson 
apply to your lodge and give* the requisite signs, 
Aould you Mdmit them f 



e<l. If Mr Pa me knows, he ean an'sircr for hiw 
self. In the last question my answer oovvrs tliio 
completely. 

Question by same. Is the history of Freemasonrr 
which yea have given in your depO0Ui'>fi, sucrc«l^ 
profane or Masuiuc history ? 

Ans. I take it woqid be called profane ; all histo* 
ry I take is profiine that is not sacred. 

Question by Oeorge W. Jacksfm. Have you ever 
known or heard tho penalties attached to the M:i- 
sonic obligations, inflicted in the slightest degree 
upon delinquents ?' * , • 

Ans. It Is a'n impertient question, I never Acne te 
of any other penallltis Mng inflicted than wh«t if 
contained in the ]5ih article of the by-laws o( St. 
John's lodgu, and dunt believe there is any one that 
docs; and that is explanation enough. [(TTAnd 
yet he swears that he knew in 182u, that Morgan 
was kidnapped by Masons for violating his o^th^lj ^ 

Question by Samson Almy. What Is the 'object of 
the naths and obligations taken by Miisons .' 

Ans. I have already answured this question — 
when 1 said, what construction 1 pot upon my obli- 
gations. 

Question by John S. Harris, Where did you get 
tho information, that all the signers of the Declar- 
ation of Independence except four, and alt the Ma- 
jor Generals of the RevoTution except Benedict Ai- 
nold were Masons — nnd also, which two of tBe 
Presidents were not Masons ? < 

Ans, I shall answer and say to the gentleman^ U 
is none of your business. (Tho Committee said, that 
answer would not do ) Well, I nave got history for ^ 
it, and If any gentleman wishes to se'*^ it, 1 will 
show it to hiiii. [Mr. Richardson has never pro- 
duced the history.] 

Christiait M. Nestxi.l, 

As a ciiixen, ia a chair painter. As a Mason, he 
holds the following among other titles. Grand Re- 
corder, Super -Excel lent Maater, High. Priest, Ro* 
mao Eagle, Knight of Jericlie, Knight of tho 
Mediterranean Pass, andTHRx^ KiNOf ! 

Mr. Jfestell, being called, said, / teish to bs dis» 
tinr^ly understood, Sir. Chairoian,M0i the obligaiion 
you art about to admiidster, eon9M etnnptt me to di- 
vulge in the least degree, the secret principles and 
ceremonies of Freemasonry, 

Miu'Simnons asked Mr. N. if he had lieard what 
had been said on that snbject to other gentlemen 
who had been examined. 

Mr. Nestell said he had, and wi:h that under- 
standing had no objection to being sworn. 

He was then sworn "to tell the truth, the whola 
truth, and nothing but the truth,** and produced his 
written essay on Freemasonry/ 

In this essay, he swears, among other things, 
"The internal secret forms nnd ceremonies attached 
to eacB degree, I view as a species qf private prop- 
erty, whicn I hays justly and lawfully purchased, 
[IQ^So has the conntctfeiter lawfullv purchased* 
his dies] and which I never will ednstnf to yield vp 
to any man or. body of ^nen, who are not as justly 
arid tawlully entitled to the same as I am myself, 
even were my life and property^to be the forjeit- 
urs.'' [Ot course, then, this witne.<'s wotil^ never > 
disclose these secrets, under any requirement of a 
court of law, and yet As too affirms that he holdii his 
civil obligations p.iramoont to his Masonic o1»l?g!i- 
tioni ! This witness also asserts that he has doubte 
whether any outrage has been committed on Wm. 
Morgan.] 

Question by WuHer Paine, jr. Have you not 
visited the lodges in t))is Slate since the year 1880 
to give the checlr word or test oath ? 

Ans. I was appointed Graud hitcrvmxn ibr 
two years successively, and duritiett«l v^<«^ VnS».> 
\\led \Y\fc \oA^e* i)av^\4\. >qxev%%. ^\«v vsRwiw^SSss^k: 
\ w\a\cVv \1 N«%a wx^ ^>aV^ V^ ^^^^^;^^?^'^'^^^'^^'^^^^ 



Jjis, I dmft know any thing about tho men, audi to x)ae \oti^^» ^^te v\xt^ ^^^J*^^.^"^^!^ ^ * 
ofcijurso doatknow whether they were concern- \ being the sctvtla iwvA wrm.etti«^i 
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mttgK them, (Thiif man had sworn to tell the wfwfe 
«truUi.] 

Question bysamt. Do you know where the ciieck 
4ei;ree originated, and for wi»at purpose it wns 
.formed, and when it was received in this State, and 
by whom ? }t so, pleaso state it. 

^ns* I dont know any thing about that degree — 
X\\e check degree. 

' Questitm by same. Do you know of a chock 
word, tcstoatii, or any thing Instituted in the Ma- 
Bonfc Iiistitotion since the year 1826,or any addition 
of any kind since that^ear? 

^ns. IVe have a great many different Jocks on ovr 
doors f but I dont feel it my diHy to state what they 
are^ or to let others know how to often them, 

[Alter wards Mr. Nestell asked liberty of the 
Committee to strike out the word different in hia last 
answer, which was done.] 

Pr.TER GllINNELL, 

Is the .General Grand Treasurer of the General 
Grand Ro^al Arch Chapter. 

Mr. Grinnell was called and sworn to *4e1l the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothinjg^' but the truth." 
On being asked if he had his deposition written 
out, he sail he had began one, but had not finished 
it — he could add nothing, hovrever, to what had 
been told by those who preceded him, Mr. Wilkio- 
eon and others. What he had written was then 
handed to the Committee as evidence. 

Question by John S. Harris. Did you ever your- 
selve as presidine; officer -ol a lods^e, or have you 
kno«vu others in that capacity, to inform the candi- 
date when initiated, what was the oath he was about 
to take orihe substanee of such oath, previous to 
his taking it? 

^ins. JVb, the oath was never repeated before his 
initiation— AiQ was assured that it would not inter* 
Jere with hii politics or religion. 

John Wilder, 

Of Providence, Innkeeper, sworn *' to tell th6 
truth, the whole truth and nothing (>ut the truth," 
said ho has no deposition written oat — has taken 
sixteen or eighteen degrees. 

Question by High Friestt Banillai Cranston. 
Will you give your views ol the Masonic Institution 
and ot the obligations.^ 

Jins. I will. My^ own opinion of the inatitution is, 
that it is the best moral iustitution under heaven — 1 
should not call it second to none except the chiii^tian 
relis^iun — I would willingly subscribe to the testi' 
n)ony of those who have gone befoieme, as tt re- 
spects the obligations. 

Luther Woodward, 

Of North Providence, Iron master, sworn. 

Has taken twelve regular degrees up to the. or- 
der of St John, [being here prompted by the breth- 
ren ho said up to the degree of Knight Templars 
inclusive] He swears to the same statements as 
preceding witnesse;*. 

Question by John S. Harris. Do you know any 
. individuat Mason in this State or any where, that 
subscribed money tp carry on the election in Bris- 
tol distriot in MassachusettS| in favor of Mr. 
Hodges ^ 

Answer. . I do not. 

[Note. Herft Mr. Moses Richardiion asked Mr. 
Simmons, if he did not want to rest a lew moments. 
Ho wanted to ask* Mr. Harris one question, as we 
hpanl a good deal about bloody shirts &c. and as Mr. 
Wilkinson ."^nd Mr. Paine seemed to be gone he 
would- ask Mr. Harris the questioUv 

Says Mr.R.wo have read .«ome nnmber of yearif ago 
of one J'ohn Rogers who was bornt at the stake, and 
hi* wife ar d nine chik!ren,one at the breast, follow- 
ed him. now he would ask Mr. Harris how many 
the re was in the whole, being one at the breast, 
Bine or ten? 

THIS di^M/fied and grav^ interlude created some 



Question by John S Harris. £>o you eoneidfr 
that the oaths and obligations improTo the merala? er 
what part of masonry is it ? 

Answer, The general principles of masonry, ta- 
ken collectively as it is practised. 
> [Mr. Richardson, by Mr. Sinamons' consent, 
took his deposition and the questions and anawers 
home to compiUt and return on Monday ft>l]/)Wing!] 

Mr. Simmons here adjourned without day. 

ID- NOTE. 

MASoNRr USED FoiC SMUGGLING. — The de|K)si- 
tiou of Bateman Munro, [see p. 77,] h.is excited 
some inquiry in the minds of many, hitherto indif- 
ferent to the influence of Freemasonry upon soci- 
ety. 

It must be obvious to every one who examiocd 
the Contrivance of Masonic oaths and secrecy, that 
it would be impossible to devise a more ingenious 
system than this for ear^ying on smuggling, or any 
other vipiation of the laws, requiring eecrecy and. 
caution, and certain myateriom obligations and pen- 
alties, to bind together rogues ai^l desperadoes, 
who could have nothing else to pledge ^ach other to 
mutual fidelity in crime. Hence it is that frater- 
nities of thieves, robbers, pirates and desperadoes, 
are always found bound together by tnysterious 
oaths and pehaltie.^). Honest men need no such 
pledges from eoch other, in all lawful enterpriiies. - 

There have unquestionably been innumerable vi 
olationi of the revenue laws, through the iufluence 
of Masonic oaths and secrecy, which the ingenious 
contrivances possessed by Masons will forever eon- 
ceal from the world. A person detected in smog- 
gling was asked how he had contrived to evade the 
laws so long, when so many persons must have 
been engaged in assisting him ? He replied that 
he employed none but Freemasons ! ' 

The deposition of Bateman Munro justifies ns in 
believing, that if a man of acknowjedged good char- 
acter, as he is, would use his Masonry to violate tfas 
laws of other countries, there are not wanting verj^ 
good Masons, who would not hesitate to make a 
profii, through tlieir Masonjy, at the expense of the 
revebne of their own country ; and hence it is that 
we find Freemasonr generally so loth to give np an 
institution through whieh they have been enabled 
to derive so many unfair advantages over the rest 
of mankind. 

The character. of Bateman Munro, and his motira 
in giving his deposition, will appear from the follow- 
ing certificate. 

Newport, March 26, 1832. 

Bateman Munro is a very respectable man ; an old 




giv«D unaer a sincere impression 
the Masonic cauAe good service, and the most eleval^ 
sense of the excellence and value of the Masonic InstU 
lution, and he has sine^ expressed the same opinion ia 
public, when I was present and several others, who will 
testify to tlie fact. He is now the proprietor oC the 
Turnpike £st&le, at the north end'of this island, and the 
same roan who was rejected as a juror, on Masonic 
grounds, by the Court of Common Pleas for this county. 

G£OROK TuRN£R. 

It is believed that some strong light wa« thrown 



faugh tar at the Utno from the members of the 'besti "P^"* ^^^ means tesorted to by Masons to evade the 
woraUnslii^Uon that ever exieted under heaven.'] jfovemie, in a depoaUWn, viVucXv N\t.' ^«ia\4 Vo^ 
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^pritatttly, and eo»eea£e<{, and supprtsM^df m l6at no i entirety iuppresso<r in Mr. Hazard's rep«rty lie liar* 
' one has been able to ascertain where it is, or what jing paid no attention Co repeated c'llls by indivU^ 

uals and in the newspapers, to explain tliia extraord- 
inary conduct, in the Chairman of a LejfislatiVe 
Committee 1 The public must draw the infcrenee. 



, are its contenta ! Enough transpired however, to 

induce a belief that they related to Maaenio smug* 

-gUog. The Deponent was « Mr. Penniman, of 

"^'New Sedford. then in Newport, who had been na- 

^med to Mr. Hazard, as a witness, by Dr. Caae, 4 

seceding MasOn. Instead, how.eTer, of examining 

this witness in a public mbnner, Mr. Hazard, (who 

appeared to have anticipated fhat the fuctrhe migiit 

'J disclose mnst be suppressed, or they would put it 

OQt of even his power to justify Masonry) took the 

■deposition of Mr. Penniman, one evening alone at the 

Tarem of Nichols Hassguxi, in Nf wport. For this 

'purpose he took the witness into aback room, by him- 

'•JBLF, vrithout giving notice to any person of his inten' 

tion to take the deposition, and no person was present, 

Aut Mr. B. Hazard and the witness ! The deposition, 

or whatever. Mr. Hazard drew from the witness, in 

tliit mysterious interview, was never shewn to any 

peraoDi not in the Masonic secretsi and It has been 



CoNCLUniNO NOTK. 

The above is a Cailhtui narrative of the extr.<^nr- 
dhiary and important invesli^ation it details. ^The 
report ««f Mr. Hazard, on one part, and of Mr. 
Spragufi Jr. on the o)her, were drawn from these 
facta. Mr. Hazard attempted to juofify, bat closed 
with condemning Freemasonry, and Mr. Spragu« in 
his minority report, fully explained the dangerous, 
tendeneyand principles of the In^tifution. That re- 
port is more than sustained by the facts 4ibove re* 
corded, drawn from the testimony under the 
civil oath of more than one hundred persons , a 
majority of them adhering Masons. 

The principal Reporter of this Investisation has 
only to add, that il any ot the material facts herein 
stated, aie called in question, by any man or body 
ot men, he is fiilly prepared to substantiate them in 
any form calculated "to establish truth and expos* 
itkipositioa." Benjamin F. Halxitt. 
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— to inquire into oathe of higher 
degrees, 56 

— suppressing a Deposition taken 
in secret, ' 85. 



Introduction, 3 

Interference by Committee with 

religious belief of witnesses, 15, 

18, 62. 

Jews Masters of Lodges, Judge 
Child's certificate, 77 



— stronger tlian civil oaths, 50, 58. 
71 , 72, 75, 7G, 78, 79, 80, 81 ,82, 83 

— form of, prepared by Masons, 53 

— explanation and construction of 
43, 53, 67, 68, 72, 75, 8L 



Letter of suggestions to Commit- 
tee, 4 
Lodge, open during investiga 
' tion, i 
Lectures, their nature, 19, 36 
Lodge in a Senate Chamber, 39 

M 

Murder and treason excepted, in- 
eludes all otiier crimes, 44, 67 

Murder and treason not excepted, 
24^26. 

MASONRY ;— its origin, 45, 64, 
3§, 47, 82, 83. 

— its power over the Greneral As 
sembly, 79 

^ its veracity, 46, 72, 73, 76, 77, 83 
«^ its Head, 47 

— tlie same in different States and 
Countries, 23, 25, 57,46, 76, 79 

— most republican government, 47 
Murder of Mvrgan, known to grand 

Lod^, &c. 26, 32, 47, 82 

— denied by a Mason, 76 

— justified by Masons, viz. 

— by Rev. Mr. Greene, 21, 34 

— " Rev Lemuel Burge, 64 

— other Masons, 23, 30, 31, 32, 33, 
47, 50, 55. 56, 59, 60, 71, 73, 79 

•^ Author oi Jachin and Boas, 30 

Morgan's Book called for in a 

Lodge, 31 

N 

Notices by Committee, 3, 74, 80, 65 



Union degree^ 



V 



n 



w 



Penalties. — Maisonic explana- 
tions and constructions of 22. 

— 23,' 30. 

— Knight Templar*s,penalty, 44 

— how understood, 44, 48, 61, 69. 
72.' 

— would suffer Uiem sooner than 
revea^, / 50,82,83 

— never es^lained except to mean 
death, 35, 36, 37, 54, 81, 82, 84 

— preferences of Masons for each 
other, 22, 23, 37, 38, 65, 80 

— preference of Masonic credi- 
t<ws, , 65 

Price of Degrees, 81 

Presidents, Masons, , 82 

Questions. — ^Refusal to put them 
by Messrs. Hazard, Simmons 
■ and Haile, pages 7, 9, 31, 34, 35, 
36, 38, 42, 43, 44, 54; 56, 58, 61, 
64, 65, 66, 67, 70, 71, 73, 77,82, 
83 

— verbal, put by a Mason, 16, 83 

R 

-^ Religion and Masonry, 39, 61 . 
62. 

right or wrong, to espouse a 
JVfason's cause, 24, 26, 43, 45, 80 
refusal of Masonic witnesses to 
obey civil oath, 48, 49, 52, 54 
57, 58, 63, 64, 65, 71, 72, 76, 78; 
79,80,81,83. 

— refliflal to disclose the oaths, 78 
79, 81. 

— reftisal to be sworn, 80 

— to show expenses of Lodges, 52, 
53,80. 

— Royal Arch cypher, 31 

— rejecting Masonic juror, 76 



Worthy Masons, so long as not 
expelled, x 44, 47, 54, 64 



Witnesses, at ProvidencCi 



O 



Anthony, Burrington 
Allen, Phillip 
Ballon, Willard 
Brown, John 
Brown, Lewis C 
Brown, Jessee • 
Cranston, fiarzillai 
Chase, Levi, Rev. 
Greene, Samuel 
Gardner, John 
Greene, Daniel, Rev. 
Hall, John 
Kent, John A. 
Lord, Henry 
Merry, Barney 
Potter, Ray, Rev. 
Potter, Anson * 
Prentiee, John 
Phelps, Barney 
Packard, Oran 
Russell, William ' 
Searle, Charles 
Sayles, Caleb 
Thacl^r, MQseay>Rev. 
Treadwell, Thomas 
^Wilkinson, William 
Wilkinson, Abraham 
Whiting, Nathan 
Warner, Benajah 
YouBg, Samuel 



Oaths — ^Indictable, 4 

— discussed in Lodge, IG 

— explanation before taking, 39, 
45,61. 

^- nature of, 12, 14 

— Entered Apprentice, 6, 26 

— Fellow Craft, 6,28 

— Master Mason, 6, 28, 35, 36^43, 
50,^. 

-^ Royal Arch, 7, 41 , 43, 53 

— Mark Master, 40, 43 

— Past Master, 40, 43 
-^ Most Excellent, 40,43 
Fifth wbation.— Drinking wine 

from a skull,— p. 35, 49, 65, 71. 
76.81. 

— Mediterranean Pass, 73 1 

— Knight of the Red Cross, 
-— Knight Templar, 

— Select Master, 

— Royal Master, 
.-^ manner of taking oaths, 17, 61 

— not secrets 39, 49, 81 

— refusal to disclose them, 78, 71 
-.-> Con^mittee refuse to question on 

high oaths^ 70, 73 

— variations in oaths, 42 
1— inconsistent with civil duties, 

45, 48. 



Mr. Sayles and Thaoher, 70, 14 

— suppression and alteration of 

Sowers of witnesses, by Mr. 
aile. Scribe 4n thirteen instan 
ces, 15, 44; 46, 47^48, 50, 53, 62, 
69, 71, 72, 73, 77. 
Secrets, keeping them, 44, 45 

— of Royal Arch, 49,50,§6, 61, 63, 
67, 68, 75. 

— danger of, in Courts, &c. 48,63. 
72, 76. 

— what are secrets, 55, 78, 79, 
81,82. 

Signs on entering a Lodge, 48, 64 

— explaining tli^, and secrets, 
37, 38, 81, 82. 

Smuggling, Masonic 77, 84, 85 



73 
41 
41 
4^ 



T 



Mr. Thacher and Sayles, 14,70 

Mr. T. compelled |o sign Mr. 

Haile *s minutes, 16 

Abuse of Mr. T. by Maa<m8 17 

TegHmony of Newport Masons 

concerted in the lodge, 77 

Titles of Masons, viz. 

'^Sovereign Prince" a bar-keep- 

, er, 79 

** Most Eminent Grand Comnumd 

er" a tailor, 80 

7%rse Kings" a chair paints, 83 



a 



68 
68 
31 
36 
65 
66 
50 
17 
55 
59 
64 
60 
59 
73 
73 

%7 
60 
31 
32 

57 
. 68 
69 
6,16 
63 
39 
32 
85 
67 
68 
Second examination at Providence 
Barker, WUliam C. 80 

Cooke, Joseph S. 81 

Richardson, Moses 8S 

Grinnell, Peter 84 

Nesfell, Christian M. 83 

Wilder, John 84 

Woodward, Luther 84 

. . Total, 37. 

Witnesses^ at Newport. ■ 
Almy, Peleg 80 

Bliss, Jeremiah 79 

Boss, Niohols G. 75, 78 

Brown, John 79 

Clark, Peleg 77 

Cahoone, Stephen 77, 78 

Coggeshall, William 7» 

CalS, B. W 7^ 

Cogg^shall, David 79 

Cranston, Henry Y. 80 

Deblois, Stephen 79 

Gardner, James R. 77- 

Howland, George 79 

Hudson, Hemy 77 

Hassard, Nichols 79 

Munro, JBateman I 77 

McGregor, Alexander ^ 

Northam, S. T. 77 

Potter, Jeremiah N. 77 

Peckham, Samuel S. 79 

Robinson, 8. A. 77 

Stanhope, J. R. .78 

Stall, Isaa45 78 

Tuell, James M. 79 

Vars, WilUam 79 

Whitehom, John G. 77 

Total, 26. 
fFt£ii««se«— -difference between 
swearing and examinationB of 
Masons and others, 50, 56,69, 61, 
63, 67, 73, 74, 83, 84 
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